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The CONTENTS. 


HE Church of England's juſt Reaſon of 
Complaint, on account of the Nonjurors 
Charge of Schiſm. 
j The Nonjurors Objections reduc'd to the Three 
BY following Heads, vis. 
1. That 4 Supremacy in Spiritual and Eccleſi 12 fi. ] 
cal Affairs does not truly belong to Secular Princes: 
but that fuch Power ought rather, in every National 
i be veſted in the Clergy thereof al aſſembled, Or, 
2. Admitting a Regal Supremacyyet that the Prin- 
ce's Power ought not to extend it ſelf ſ⸗ tht 0 far in Spiritu- 
5 a 0 to deprive rbeBiſhops or Fathers of the Chureb. 
Or elſe. 
3. Admitting our Engliſh Princes to have ſuch 
5 Power, yet that upon the Foot of the late Revolution, 
Such Deprivations muſt be null or invalid, and conſe- 
' quently the Succeſſion of Biſhops ſince jofty zerm'd 
Schiſmatical. 
The Method propos'd i in rephing to theſe Obje ions, : 
In Anſwer to the Firſt, 
To Enquire into the Nature and Reaſ onableneſs of | 
Regal Supremac) in Spiritual as well as Temporal þ 
Affairs, and how pratticed of Old, as well, where 
there was no Divine Revelation, « as where ſuch Reve- 
lation was made; 
In Anſwer to the Second, 
That Biſbops in our own Nation being one of the 
1 Three Eſtates, it neceſſarily follows, upon their refu- 
— ſong tot ale the Oaths of Fealtie and Allegiance, that 
either the Perſon on the Throne muſt Act inconſiftently 4 
with the Intereſt and N. FE" of himſelf and People ; 
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or elſe that ſath Brbops bt forthwith deprived of that 
eg they firſt had from the Crown ; the keep- 
ing thereof manifeſtly interfering with ſuch erate 
and WW elfare of Prince and Fefe 
11 Anfwer to the Third; Ir 
1. To Obſerve, that ſuch 8 chiſms, as + heve 2 
to troubled the Chriſtian Church, hove taken their 
riſe from Diſputes about Faith prey Diſcipline, * 
"Matters purely E ccleſiaſtical: Whereas the preſent 
Separat ion ig realy grounded ow Matters of 4 Civil : 
- Nature, 
2. That Diſpates of a Civil Nature bo 10 
more occaſion a Diviſion in the Church nom, than for- 
-merly, if Men wowd happily agree in one Point, and 
which ſtemss to be a very reaſonable one, Viz. That: the 
Laws of each Nation or Country, and not the Rules 
'of the Church, gag lit to be the Meaſure of the Magi- 
ſtrates Power, and conſequently the Directors on the 
Sal Sal jects Da; but ſlill,, 
3. That however Sdbjetts may differ 46 to the 
BY meaning or import of juch Laws, whereby they are 
to be guided and deter mim in thein Dat); yer that 
ſuch difference can never. warrant a Schi in the 
Church, or juſtity a refufal to joyn in the Public Pray: 
ers f the National Church, To: which bhey belpng 
4 — laſtly, I 
q „ bat fuch joyning in alle Prayer 16 anda Our 
Dat, wit hort any Neg ard to the Civil Rights of 
| Princes, by the Laws of the Goſpel, primitive Pra- 
1 "ice, and the "expreſs Dofrine of our own C lurch. 
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) \ AGE. 2. K 2. read Apoſile's. p. 11. 1 15+ read ramifers, Be. TT, 


1 17. read def. rence. p. 47: in the Dn read ge. . . 
* % read Goꝛerumext. | | 
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28. g liver'd, with a noble freedom, 
by our late martyr'd Prelate 
to his Royal Maſter, vir. 
Pet me be bold to obſerve 
b to Your Majeſty, concerning 
* your great Charge, the Church of Ezgland : 
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do an irreparable both Diſhonour and Loſs 
to this Kingdom. Unhappy Church 
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of England! who is now attack'd afreſh. 


from another Quarter; not from ſuch open 
Enemies; * for then we cou'd have born it; but 


from its own Members, whom we hi- 


therto truſted ; and who once walked 
in the Houſe of God as Friznas ; An Enemy, 
unheard of in former Ages, and the uſt 
Wonder of the preſent ; who blend the No- 
tions of Faction, and Schiſm ; labouring 
to diſtract the Church, becauſe. not ſatisfied 


With the State; who diſclaim Popery, and 


yet uſe the ſame Language in calling us 


Schiſmaticks; who abhor Fanaticiſm, and 
yet fly our Churches; who are great Stick- 


B 1 


© tween two Milſtones, and unleſs Your, 
| Majeſty look to it, to whoſe Truſt the is 
committed, ſhell be grinded to Powder, 
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lers for the Hierarchy, and yet stigtnatize 
our Prelates as very Corahs; who condemn 


Presbytery * as a zem found Platform, and 
the Brat of Rebellion, and yet broach and 


maintain ſuch wild and deſtructive Schemes, 
as (ſhow'd they take place) wou'd equally 
endanger both Church and State. For 
ſhould we of the preſent Eſtabliſhment an- 

ſwer the Summons now given us by theſe 


zealous Champions (as they wou'd be 


thought) of our Exgliſh Conſtitution; ſhou'd 
we acknowledge their heavy Charge; ſhou'd 


bur Biſhops thereupon renounce their Sees, 


our Dignitaries their Stalls, and both Clergy 
and Laity quit their Parochial Churches, 


and all crave Abfolution, and defire admit- 


tance io the Communion of that faithful Rem- 


nant of Chriſtians, as they love to call themſelves; 


wou d not this be putting the Church upon 


fuch a Principle of Unity, as was yet never 


heard of in the World? And is it hard 


to gueſs, what muſt be the immediate Con- 
fequence of it? Are we not to ſuppoſe our 


old Enemies ſtill on the Watch? And can 
we imagine ſuch Methods or Deſigns to be 
executed, and yet, without a Miracle, not 


to put one or other of thoſe Enemies in 
poſſeſſion of what we truſt and pray will 
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never be their Portion? Strange Infatuation ! - | 
that private Members ſhou'd ſo far indulge 
in their Diſputes about the Rights of Princes, 
as to make thoſe very Diſputes (Things of a 
Civil Nature) reaſon ſufficient for breaking 
the Unity of the Chriftian Church : Shall 
ſuch Men tell us, that they are the Suppor- 
ters of the Church of England, at the fame 
time they are giving ſo much ſecret Plea- 
ſure and Triumph to its Enemies? to that 
Church particularly, who now ſees the very 
fame Weapons drawn and pointed among 
our ſelves, which in her Hands cou'd never 
hurt us? If we are the Schiſmaticks, and 
our Modern Adverſaries the true Church 
of England, *tis then their Duty to look a- 
bout 'em, and conſider, that tis no longer 
our Province, but theirs, to maintain the 
Charge of Schiſm upon the Romaniſts: 
And how muſt Rome rejoyce as well as Ge- 
zeva, to ſee their old Antagoniſts reduc'd 
to ſuch a Remnant? And in what Claſs 
| beſides, wow'd theſe KA e place us of the | 
preſent Eſtabliſhment ? Or are we to be 
Y 


— 


condemn'd, as making too near approaches 
to one or other of thoſe Places? Our Faith 
and Diſcipline is certainly as pure now as in | | 
the Days of Queen Eliæabeth, and, tho' Bi- 
ſhops were then depriv*d,noSchiſm was made, 
nor the Validity of Ordinations fince, ever 
j queſtion'd on that Account. We can readily - 
11 . EE Rs 


and if fo, what a noble Triumvirate ſhall we 


O Heavens, and give ear, O Earth! I have nou- 


belled againſt me. + My Friends have dealt trea- 


withſtanding this, we may truly athrm as to 
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appeal to Bellarmine on the one hand, and 
our Old Famous Puritan Cartwright on the 
other, wherein it is, we have ſhaken Hands 
with either of them: Nay, may we not ra- 
ther challenge our preſent Adverſaries, in 
ſaying, that the main Arguments they uſe 
for the Independency of the Church, £5. are 
to be found in one or both of thoſe Authors? 


diſcover? highly at Variance with each other, 
and yet in their Methods a perfect Harmony 

for ruining the Church of Ezgland! Methinks 

I fee our holy Mother at this Juncture com- 
plaining in the Words of the Prophets--* Hear, 


iſhed aud brought up Children, and they have re- 


cheroufly with me, they are become min? Enemies. 
Tis true, we do as yet on both Sides retain 
ſo much of our common Chriſtianity, as to 
acknowledge, that no Religion io ſtrictly ob- 
liges the Owners of it to Peace and Unity, as 
the Chriſtian Religion does : Rut yet not- 


our preſent Caſe, what a great Prelate * has 
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Glory promis 
zo loſe in Martyrdom, or could die Martyrs more 
than once, yet that we could not make Amenas for 
onr Sin with our Blood. This Paſlage alone, 
one would think, ſhould be ſhocking to the 

greateſt Bigot of the Party ; being an unde- 
niable Proof, to what a monſtrous Degree of 
Uncharitableneſs theſe Men are at laſt arri- 
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done in relation to the Church of Rome, that 
we nom find the Breaches among our ſelves ſo far 
from cloſing, that ſuppoſing the ſame Grounds to 
continue, a Reconciliation ſeems to Human Rea- 
ſon impoſſivl, For, are we not told + in ex- 


preſs Terms, that we can perform no valid Acts 


_ of Prizſthood, that our very Prayers are Sin, our 
Sacraments no Sacraments, our Abſolutions null, 
aud of no Force; that God ratifies nothing in 
| Heaven that we do in his Name upon Earth; that 

our Biſhops, NE and all that adhere to them, 
are out of the Chu 


rch; that we can claim no Be- 


nofits of God's Promiſes, no, not of his aſſiſting 


Grace, nor of Remiſſion of Sins thro the Merits 
of Chriſis Blood; nay, tho" we ſhould die Mar- 
tyrs in the Schiſm, yet that our Martyrdom mou 
not be accepted, that we ſhow'd loſe the Crown of 


d to it; nay, tho we had many Lives 


ved : And may we not therefore juſtly apply 
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+ Dr. Hickes : gollum. Cyneft. p. 32, 33. { five inter 
literas, livore dictante, conſcriptas; ut habet Optatus. L. 1. 


Vide ib p. 95: 955 Co. 
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the Words of Old Jacob, * that Inſtruments of 
Cruelty are in their Habitations? And conſe- 
Y quently, O wy Soul (may every genuine Son 
4 of our Church ſay) come not thou into their Se- 
cret, unto their Aſſemblies, mine Honour, be not 
thou united But leaſt IJ ſhould ſeem to 
act the ſame Part our preſent Adverſaries 
have done, in addreſſing ſo much to the Paſ- 
ſions, or to think the Strength of our Cauſe 
lay there, I will now proceed, and carefully 
examine what either ſome, or all of them, do 
allege to ſupport their Charge of Schiſm: 
And their Allegations, I think, may be re- 
| duc'd to the Three following Heads, viz, 
IN „ rs | 
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1. That a Supremacy in Spiritual and Ec- 
cleſiaſtical Affairs does not truly belong to 
Secular Princes; but that ſuch Power ought 
rather, in every National Church, to be veſi- 
ed in the Clergy thereof aflembled. Or, 


2. Admitting a Regal Supremacy, yet that 
the Prince's Power ought not to extend it ſelf 
ſo far in Spirituals, as to deprive the Biſhops 


or Fathers of the Church, Or elſe, 
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3. Admitting our Ezgliſh Princes to have 
ſuch Power, yet that upon the Foot of the 


late Revolution, ſuch Deprivations muſt be 


null or invalid, and conſequently the Succeſ- 


ſion of Biſhops ſince juſtly tern'd Schiſmatical. 


* 


Now the Method I propoſe in replying to [ 


theſe Objections ſhall be this; 
In Anſwer to the Hrſt, I Will! 
1. Enquire into the Nature and Reaſona- 


bleneſs of Regal Supremacy in Spiritual as 


well as Temporal Affairs, and how practi- 


ced of Old, as well, where there was no Di- 


vine Revelation, as where ſuch Revelation 


Was made. 


In Anſwer to the Second, I will obſerve 
That Biſhops in our own Nation being one 
of the Three Eſtates, it neceſſarily follows, 


upon their refuſing to take the Oaths of Feal- 
tie and Allegiance, that either the Perſon on 
the Throne muſt Act inconſiſtently with the 
Intereſt and Welfare of himſelf and People ; 


or elſe that ſuch Biſhops be forthwith depri- 
ved of that Juriſdiction they firſt had from 


the Crown; the keeping thereof manifeſtly 
interfering with ſuch Intereſt and Welfare of 


Prince and People. e 
In Anſwer to the Third, I will 


1. Obſerve, that ſuch Schiſms, as have hi- 
therto troubled the Chriſtian Church, w_ 
ON taken 
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Church of ENGLAND. 
taken their riſe from Diſputes about Faith 
and Diſcipline, or Matters purely Eccleſiaſti- 
cal: Whereas the preſent Separation is really 
grounded upon Matters of a Civil Nature. 
2. That Diſputes of a Civil Nature wou'd 
no more occaſion a Diviſion in the Church 
now, than formerly, if Men wou'd happily 
agree in one Point, and which ſeems to be a 
_ reaſonable one, viz. That the Laws of 
each Nation or Country, and not the Rules 
of the Church, ought to be the Meaſure of 
the Magiſtrates Power, and conſequently the 
Directors of the Subjects Duty; but ſtill, 
; 3. That however Subjects may differ as to 
the meaning or import of ſuch Laws, where- 
by they are to be guided and determin'd in 
their Duty; yet that ſuch difference can never 
warrant a Schiſm in the Church, or juſtify a 
refuſal to joyn in the Public Prayers of the 
National Church, to which they belong. 
And Ker, e 1 
4. That ſuch joyning in public Prayer is 
made our Duty, without any Regard to the 
Civil Rights of Princes, by the Laws of the 
Goſpel; Primitive Practice, and the expreſs 
Doctrine of our own Church. — 
I begin then, by making ſome Enquiry 
into the Nature and Reaſonableneſs of Regal 
Supremacy in ſpiritual as well as temporal = 
Affairs, Sc. ?Tis a Truth, I ſuppoſe, none 43 
will queſtion, that the great Ends, wy al 
5 1 
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all well regulated Societies, or Communities, 


of Men ever had, or will have in view, are 


that its Members may be Juſt and Honeſt, 
Sober and Temperate, and diſpos'd to live 


peaceably with one another; for in that the 
Happineſs of any People muſt conſiſt: But 


then, I think, *tis as evident, that whoever 
Rule or Govern ſuch Societies or Communi- 


ties, can never ſecure ſuch great Ends of Go- 


vernment, unleſs the ſame Perſons be em- 


power'd alſo to take proper Methods for at- 


taining thoſe Ends. Now, as this cannot o- 
ther wiſe be done, than in providing for the 
due Exerciſe of Religion and Vertue, ſo it 
neceſſarily follows, that the Perſon or Per- 


ſons, governing the whole Society, muſt 


have the Care of Religion in Charge too, 


and be veſted with ſuch Authority as may e- 


nable him or them effectually to promote and 
maintain Piety and Vertue amongſtthe Mem- 
bers of it. This accordingly was a Truth, 


that the wiſer part of the Heathen World 


appear to have been very ſenſible of; their 


Kings being generally known by that compre- 


henſive word Shepherds; a way of ſpeech very. 
common among the Hebrews;XAnd from them 


—__ —— 


; * vid. 5. Barnes not. ad. II. A. 92. 


probably 


9 * 2 — 


bo 
"> 
8 
3 
U 
*. 
{1% 
4 
+8) 
"=P 
= 
9 
LY 
5 
8 
» 
PLA 
py; 
—_ 
n 
BP 
SN 
Fa 
ws - 
1 


en 


a . Enn 
3 wth r . "IE OR 2 X 
—— Uo e * Ne 8 7 . Kb ny cs 
2 20 . J7JSSCͤĩ ²ĩ²˙—wv!übb ͤ X DEED 
? 1 AL LOS 
— 


9 ö Were r 
Fey 3 2 EEE TOE > £ RE Ee: . 


ä 


PU or = 3 ee EIS 


z r- 


2 
8 
3 
* a 
1 
* 
. 
8 : 
* 
+5 
bY, 
= 
* 
8 
LY 
'Y 
. 
7 
5 
"Jah 
72 = 
you 
8 
2 
TS; 
0 
Ve, 
17 
2 
4 
PS a+ g 
* 
. 
bs 
x 
Wil 
yy 
* 
1 
w 
. * 
1 
* 9 
3% 
* 5 
. 
"© «= 
3* 
WO, 
5 | 
1 


4 2505 5 BR: n fx SHE. it 2 5 2 . 
— 


probably the other borrow'd it. Philo obſerves, 
how well he Name of Shepherd agrees with 


the Office of a King, whoſe care is to extend, 
in every reſpect, for the good of the whole 
Flock. Tis therefore, that one and the ſame 


Word d among the Greeks as well as Hebrews 


did for ſeveral Ages ſignifie ſuch Regal Au- 


thority in Spiritual as well as Temporal Af 
fairs: And as to other Nations, Rome had 
ſcarce a Name, when Nama, (as Plutarch 4 


will have it) by converſing with Pythagoras, 


- 


became both King and Prieft. *Fwas in that 
Character likewiſe, that Virgil makes his 
 Princed to welcome /Exeas; and the Conjun- 
ction afterwards of Imperator and Pontife * 


— 


— — 


I de vita Viri Civilis in init. 


Targ- NIN Na conftitutus in Principem. vid. Pagnin. 
in voce. ex. Edit. 70. Mercer The Word BacitUs by Heſych, is 


render d Musnelor Tirovowy as well as "Agyor Tis Ah¹⁰ẽE, ; 
by Phavor. 0:@v *EaiueAn]ys as well a5 avbedaor Knſtuar. 
And from ſuch Security as Subjects are to expett in both theſe reſets, 


ſome haue accounted for the Etymology of the Word Sd nm Ba- 
Tis e A & c. Sylburg, Etym. Mag. vid Jul. Poll. Onomaſt. 
Rep. Athen. L. 4. C. 7. 
' + In Numa. p. 6 


I. 8. C. 9. de officio Regis, ac plura apud Car. Sigon. de 


] 5. Ed. par. 1624. 
%%% 2 . 
* Auguftus Romanorum primus Imperator primus Pontifi- 


catum Maximum ſuſcepit. Imperatores cæteri Auguſti Ex- 
emplum ſecuti, omnes ad Pontificatum maximum irrepſerunt. 


Pontifex Max. dicitur, quod Maximus rerum quz ad ſacra et 


religiones pertinent, Judex fit, vindexq; contumaciæ privato- 
tum, Magiſtratuumq; — vid: Guter. de jure Pontificio Le 1. 
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$ The Word 1719 as it fgnifies both Prince and Prief, ſo i it 
promiſcuouſly us d in Holy Scripture, Thou art a Prieft, (P,. 110) 
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needs only mentioning. I rather obſerye, 
what ſuch ancient Sages have told us, who 
have profeſſedly treated of this Matter: And 
from them we learn, not only the great re- 

ard they firſt paid to Religion, in the con- 
ſtituting any State or Commonwealth, but 
the Care they took, there ſhou'd be no ſuch 
thing as two Independent States in one Socie- 
ty on account of Religion. Plato d where He 
deſcribes a well temper'd Government, and 
makes a plain diſtinction, as to Temporal 
and Spiritual Officers, allotting to each their 
reſpective Functions, Aſſigns the Charge of 
the whole (Religious as well as Civil Affairs) 
to one and the ſame Superior Power: And 
his Obſervation in another Place, * does very 
well deſerve our Notice here—— Among the 
_ Egyptians (fays he) a Ring is not to Govern 
without the Prieſthood ; nay ſhou d any invade the 
Throne, not being ſo deſcended, tis requiſite He 
 ſhow'd be conſecrated — Among the Grecians, tis 
plain, the Supreme Powers take upon em to order 
and preſcribe in the moſt weighty Matters of Reli- 
gion; Among you eſpecially (meaning the Atheni- 
ans) tis ver) well known what I ſay: for when a 
Perſon commences Ring, He does in that become 
a Guardian of the National Religion in all the 
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* Polit. p. 290. TO. 2. ib. 
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moſt Solemn and Ancient Branches of it. Ariſtotle, 


+ tho? he juſtly finds fault with many of Plato's. 


Notions concerning his Commonwealth, yet 
agrees with him entirely, as in the primary 
regard that ought to be had to Religion, ſo 


in the Diſtinction he makes between Tempo- 
ral and Spiritual Affairs, diſtinct Laws, Offi- 


ces, Cauſes, Oc. yet ſtill, without making 
two independent States on account of ſuch 


Diſtinction. And I do the rather take ſo much 

Notice of theſe Inſtitutions of Government 
among the Heathen, becauſe 'tis more than 
probable, that many of their Notions were 


not altogether their own, but rather deriv'd 


from that very People, whom God more im- 


mediately did Govern himſelf; and if fo, then 


_ conſequently a greater difference ought to be 


paid to them. Now, beſides Plato's Obſer- 


vation, juſt now mention'd, concerning the 
Ep yptians, Theodoret * farther informs us, that 


not only Plato, but Pythagoras, (Numa's Præ- 


ceptor, as obſerved already +) with ſeveral 


others, whom he there names, having tra- 
vell'd over ſeveral Parts of the World, in ob- 


ſerving the different Forms of Government, 


_—_—— 


"+ Polit, L'2. C. 2,3, 8c. L 6. C. 8. 1 7; C., 
ö f Air, d t Tas EBA Y ot 
3 Oe - dude Ni Yes, Theod, de Cur, Gr. Affect. L. 1. 
de ide. 1 1 2 

+ Vid. Plut. ut ſup; 
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Laws, and Manner of Living, did in Egypt 
not only learn of the Egyptians, but were inſtru- 
cted by the Hebrews themſelves 1 the 


true God. And was it neceſſary to enlarge 
on this Topick, it wou'd be no hard Matter 


to point out many Paſſages * in their Works, 


that ſeem beſt accounted for this Way, either 
that they themſelves had ſeen and read the 


Sacred Records, or elſe conversd familiarly 
with thoſe that had done fo. -- 
ther the Heathen in ſome things did thus co- 
py or not, *tis certain the Jewiſh Common- 


* 


But whe- 


wealth was ſo form'd and upheld, that Kings 


were Supreme in Spirituals as well as Tem- 


porals. This is what the moſt ordinary Rea- 


der apprehends, when he reads in his Bible 
the ſeveral Acts of Moſes, Joſbua, and David, 
Solomon, Aſa, and Fehoſaphat, Ezechias, Joſias, 
&c. how they often commanded, reprov'd, 


and puniſh'd in Matters and Cauſes purely 


Spiritual. The Charge given them was to 


execute the whole Law, and as the Law con- 
rained all things that any ways related to the 
Worſhip and Service of God, fo conſequently 
the King had one and the ſelf- ſame Power 
and Charge to command and puniſh, as well 
in Matters of a Religious as a Civil Nature; 
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and accordingly (as Mr. Hooker obſerves *) 


the Piety or Impiety of the Rings did always change 


the publick Face of Religion — the altering = - 


Religion, the making of Eccleſiaſtical Laws, with 
the other like Actions belonging unto the Power of 


Dominion, are ſtill terw'd the Deeds of the King; : 
to ſhew, that in him was placed the Supremacy of 


Power in this kind over all, and that unto their 
Prieſts the ſame was never committed, ſaving only 


at ſuch times as the Prieſts were alſo Rings and 
Princes over them. Nor will it be eaſy to 
prove, that there was any particular Law of 
God under the Old Teſtament, as ſome wou'd 
pretend, that gave ſuch ſpecial Authority to 


their Kings ; but rather, that it is included 
fas we have ſeen already) 1n the very Notion 


of Regal Authority, and highly agreeable to 
the very Principles of Reaſon and Nature. 
However, thus much 1s certain, that this was 


a Power, the Almighty judg'd proper ſhou'd 
then belong to Princes: And therefore, did 
our Reaſon not concur in this Matter, yet be- 
ing once the declar'd Will and Pleaſure of 


Heaven, I cannot ſee, why it ought not ſtill 


to be ſo regarded, as a certain Direction to 


the Church of God in every Age, unleſs ſuch 


Inſtitution appears to have been aboli{h'd, or 
otherwiſe reveal'd by the fame Almighty Go- 


vernour of the World: Add to this, that as 
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Chriſt the Mediator of the New Covenant 
was actually that Divine Perſon; who reign'd 
over Iſraz!, and who in the Old Teſtament is 
promiſcuouſly called Jehovah and the Angel 
of Jehovah ; ſo tis certain, that under the Goſ- 
_ pel, there is not the leaſt ſhadow of an Argu- 
ment (but rather the contrary from the ſtrict 
Injunctions of Obedience) for denying Chriſti- 
an Kings that Authority, which ſo plainly be- 
long'd to them formerly under the guidance 
of the ſame great Jehovah ; and therefore we 
may juſtly argue with our preſent Adverfaries, |: 
as Biſhop Bilſon * does with his Jeſuite; Did | 
the coming of Chriſt (ſays He) aboliſh the Vocation | 
of Princes, I trow not: Then their Office remain- 
ing as before, per Conſequent, both the ſame Pre- 
cept of God to them ſtill dured, and alſo the lite 
Power to force their Subjects to ſerve God and 
Chriſt his Son, ſtandeth in as full Strength under 
the Goſpel, as ever it did under the Law. *Tis for 
theſe Reaſons then, I conclude, our Church 
 thews ſo much regard to the Authority of 
Kings in the Old Teſtament, as judging the | 
fame ought to be retain'd under the Goſpel ; Þ 
d giving that only Prerogativeuntoour Kings, which 
me ſee to have been given always to all godly Princes 
in Holy Scripture 4 God himſelf. T am well a- 
ware, what Exception the Author of the 
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* Chriſtian Subjeflion, and Unchriſlian Rebellion, Part 2. 


Regale 


2 


1 


by Regale and Poutiſicat makes, as to the mean- 
ing of this Article, viz. that the Authority 
of the Jewiſh Kings, and conſequently the 
ſame here given by our Church to Princes, 
1 had nothing in it, but mere Civil Power. 
No, not to repeat what has been already 
bbſerv'd, if the Caſe was fo, how comes it 
(as Y Mr.Hooker truly argues)that thoſe Kings 
did concern themſelves in Matters of meer Reli- 
= gion? (which are his very Words, as alſo the 
following) Had the Prieſts alone been poſſeſt of 
! all Power in Spiritual Affairs, how ſhowd any 
5 thing concerning matter 6 Religion have been 
ö made but only by them ? Our preſent Adverſa- 
- Ties tho' they love to make Diſtinctions, yet 
: I cant help obſerving, that they too often 


decline it, where they think it will ſet the 


a Matter in a clear light; as is plain, in their 
4 Notions of this Article: For were they rea- 11 
P dy or willing, inſtead of putting their own 
r Comments upon it, to agree with us in that 


h Diſtinction, that our Church has made in 
$ that Article, there wou'd be little Room for 
e |. Contention : If they will allow ſuch Diſtin- 


; ion to be good, the Conſequence is plain, 
h that much more than a mere Civil Power 1s 
there given to our Princes. For as in that 
- Article, our Church does firſt of all put the 
S 


Negative (as I may ſay) upon our Princes, 
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in declaring, that we do not give to them the 
winiſtring either of God's Word, cr of the Sacra- 


ments, the which thing the Injunitions alſo lately 


{et forth by Elizabeth our Queen do moſt plainly 


Teſtify, therein including all thoſe other re- 


lative Actions of Power, ſuch as ordain- 
ing, binding and looting, excommunicating 
and ſuch like: So in the other part of the 
Article our Church as plainly. aſſerts what 
truly belongs to our Princes now, in like 
manner as to the Jew1ſh Kings of Old, viz. 
that they ſhould rule all Eſtates and Degrees com- 
mitted to their charge by God, whether they be Ec- 
cleſiaſtical or Jemporal, and reſtrain with the Ci- 
vil Sword the Stubborn and Evil Doers. Now, 
il, as this Article diſtinguiſhes, we allow, that 
Princes have it in Charge from God, to go- 
vern all Eſtates, &c. we mult allow alfo, that 
God has given Princes the Power to execute 
ſuch Government 44 effectualh in the one as 
the other, Eccleſiaſtical as well as Temporal; 
and if to, then Princes muſt have more than 
a mere Civil Power : Beſides, it among the 
Jems, to remove Idols, to proclaim Faſts, to make 
public Prayers, to ſanctiſie the Temple, to celebrate 
the Paſſover and the like, were Actions of an 
Eccleſiaſtical not Temporal Nature, then by 
this Article our own Princes have a Power in A- 
ctions of the like Nature, and conſequently it 
cannot be term'd a mere Civil Power. And 
thus, by keeping cloſe to the Diſtinction our 
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Church has made in this Article, as we are 
ſure, we do not either offend or compliment 


our Princes, in our Diſcourſes of their Supre- 
macy; ſoby this Means (as having the Judg- 
ment of thoſe Pious Fathers of our own 
Church) we have the belt Guide for explain- 
ing the Practice of the Primitive Church in 


this Matter; I mean, when the Empire be- 


came Chriſtian : for before that time, it does 
not ſeem at all neceſſary to enter into any 
' Diſputes (as ſome have done) about the Na- 
ture and Independency of Chriſtian Societies; 


viz. whilſt God was pleaſed his Church ſhowd 


triumph under Afflictions, and Heathen Prin- 
ces (according to the Prophecy *) Govern and 


Combine againſt the Lord and his Chriſt ; and 
therefore granting, what Dr. Hickes & and 


others have ſo much inſiſted on; as to this 


Matter, vis. That the Church of Chriſt had a 


Being in the World under its own Magiſtrates and 2 
Rulers, independent of the ſecular Powers Three 


Hundred Tears together, before the Empire be- 


tame Chriſtian ; yet this does by no Means 
come up to the Point in Hand For the 
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has long ago put it) is, © Not whether a 


Church or Commonwealth do differ, but 
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concerning the Kind of Diſtinction, where- 

by they are ſevered the one from the. other; 
whether, as under Heathen Kings, the 
Church did deal with her own Affairs 


upon any in Civil Authority, and the Com- 
monwealth in her's, altogether without the 
privity of the Church: So it ought to con- 
tinue ſtill even in ſuch Commonwealths, as 
have now publickly embraced the Truth of 
Chriſtian Religion; whether they ought e- 


/ 


of Rome in his time? If they anſwer, as 
needs they mult, that the Church of Rome 


grant, that the Commonwealth of Rome 
Was one Society, and the Church of Rome 
another, in ſuch ſort that there was between 
them no mutual Dependance: But when 
whole Rom? became Chriſtian, when they 
all embraced the Goſpel, and made Laws 


Church and Commonwealth of Rome did 
* then remain as before, there is no way how 
HEE TR EY * | | | Fa „ | 

this 


within her ſelf, without depending at all 


vermore to be two Societies, in ſuch Sort, 
ſeveral and diſtinct ——T ask therefore, 
what Society was that in Rome, whereunto 
the Apoſtle did give the Name of the Church 


in thoſe Days was that whole Society of 
Men, which in Rome profeſſed the Name 
of Chriſt, and not that Religion which the 
Laws of the Commonwealth did then Au- 
© thorize; we ſay as much, and therefore 


in defence thereof; if it be held, that the 
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this cou'd be poſſible fave only one, and 
© that is, they muſt reſtrain the Name of a 


© Church in a Chriſtian Commonwealth to 
© the Clergy, excluding all the reſt of Belie- 
vers both Prince and People: For if all that 
© believe be contained in the Name of the 


Church, how ſhou'd the Church remain 


© by perſonal ſubſiſtence divided from the 
Commonwealth, when the whole Common- 
Wealth does believe? The Church and the 


Commonwealth are in this Caſe therefore 


© perſonally one Society, which Society being 
term'd a Commonwealth, as it liveth under 


* whatſoever Form of Secular Law and Regi- 
ment, a Church as it liveth under the Spi- 
ritual Law of Chriſt; foraſmuch as theſe 
* Two Laws contain ſo many and different 


Offices, there mult of neceſſity be appoint- 


ed in it ſome to one Charge and ſome to a- 


* nother, yet, without dividing the whole, 
and making it two ſeveral impaled Societies.” 
This is an Account worthy of the great Author; 


clear and ſtrong; and Iam perſwaded every un- 


prejudic'd Reader, when He has well conſider- 


ed the Force and Conſequence of it, and how 
agreeable it is to the Doctrine contain'd in 


the 19th and 37th Articies of our Church, 
will eaſily fee through all the Chicaze and 
Sophiſtry of that notable Set of Thirty Nine 
Propoſitions (or Articles) of the Nozjurizg 

155 + Church, 
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. Church, aſcrib'd to Dr. Hickes *, and aid to 
be laid down in a Mathematical kind of Method. 


The Foundation there built on, are rhe two 
| ſeveral impaled Societies, that Mr. Hooker con- 


demns; and if ſuch a Notion of Independen- 


cy is juſtly to be condemned, as we have 
hitherto ſeen it ought to be, then are we 


not to wonder, but rather pity, in reading 
S, 


thoſe many abſurd and uncouth Expreſſion 


that are to be found afterwards in that 
valuable Chain of Propoſitions ; ſuch as, + 
Making Rings and Emperors Spiritual Subjects, 


in regard of Biſhops being their Spiritaal Prin- 


ces; the Fidelity and Obedience of Rings to Bi- 


ſhops; Concordats between Church and State, 
and the Epiſcopal College's reſuming Grants 
made to the State, when the State offers to 
abaſe the Church, &c. I will venture to 


affirm, that whenever we run the Notion 


of the Independence) of the Church to ſuch 
a height as this, we naturally fall into the 
ſame way of arguing, that either thoſe have 
done in behalf of the Roman Pontiff on the 
one hand, or of Puritans Diſcipline on the 


other; and that therefore, inſtead of ſup- 
porting the aforeſaid Propoſitions by thoſe 
numerous and pompous Quotations, it might 


0 


have been done (and much more 4 propos) 


* 


* Poſt b. coll. p. 61. &c. 
F Ib. P. 76. 82, 833 84. ; 
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from ſome Paſſages in Bellarmine de Romano 
Pontifice, Cartwright of Church Diſcipline, &c. 
But inſtead of running that Parallel at pre- 


ſent, I will rather obſerve what a great 
Prelate * (who preſided in the fame Reign, 
when our Thirty Nine Articles of Religion 
were drawn up) tells his Jeſuit in the way 


of Conference, concernjng the Regal Su- 


premacy. This is the Supreme Power, 
2 of Princes, which we ſoberly 
teach, and you ſo bitterly deteſt; that 
they be God's Miniſters in their own Do- 
minions, bearing the Sword, freely to per- 


* ſays 


mit, and publickly to defend that which 


ners, and in Eccleſiaſtical Diſcipline to re- 
ceive and eſtabliſh ſuch Rules and Orders 
as the Scriptures and Canons {hall decide 


of God in their Kingdoms : And as they 
Good in all Things and Cauſes, be the 


Temporal, Spiritual or Eccleſiaſtical, fo 
may they with juſt Force remove whatſo- 


© Broachers and Abettors of Hereſies and all 
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* Biſhop Bilſon in bis Chriſtian Sͤubjection. Part 2d. 
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God commandeth in Faith and good Man- 
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to be needful and healthful for the Church 


may lawfully command that which is 


ever is Erronious, Vicious, or Superſtitious 
within their Lands, and with External 
»Loſſes and Corporal Pains repreſs the 
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© Impieties: from which ſubjection unt 
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* Princes, no Man within their Realms, 
Monk, Prieſt, Preacher, nor Prelate is ex- 


mortal Man hath any Power from Chriſt, 


vade them in open Field, leaſt of all to 
warrant their Subjects to rebel againſt 
them: Theſe be the Things which we 
contend for, and not whether Princes be 
Chriſt's Maſters, or the Functions to 


ce's Power and Laws; or whether the 
Apoſtle might enter to Convert Coun- 


* tries, without © 9 Delegations. : "Theſe - 


be Jeſts and Shifts of yours, no Branches 


nor Sequels of our Opinion *. Nor was 
this his Opinion only, but the Judgment of 
the Church of Exgland, as we have ſeen al- 
ready, concerning the Regal Supremacy ; 


and upon the whole, ſhe has prey deter- 
mir'd, * that the Impugners of ſuch Supre- 


macy ought to be cenſur'd, it being ſuch as 
not only the Godly Rings amongſt the Jews, but 
Chriſtian Empzrors of the Primitive Church 
did exerciſe likewiſe. That ſuch was the Pri- 
mitive Practice, is as plain as any one Point 


— 


u Can. 2. 1603, 


* empted : and without their Realms, no 


judicially to depoſe them, much leſs to in- 


Preach, Baptize, Impoſe Hands, and For- 
give Sins muſt be derived from the Prin- 


that 
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that ſtands Recorded 1a Hiſtory ; whether 
we conſider the ſeveral Laws, Letters, and 
Acts of thoſe Chriſtian Princes, relating to 
Matters purely Eccleſiaſtical; or the Con- 
ſtruction and Senſe of the Ancient Fathers 
Who give an Account of thoſe Affairs; or 
laſtly, the plain Declarations and Acknow- 
ledgments made by the Great General Coun- 
cils, touching ſuch Authority of Chriſtian 
Princes. The Firſt General Council, was, 
from the Beginning to the Ending of it, one 
continued Proof of ſuch Authority ; *I'was 
what the Emperor did himſelf + call together; 
The Biſhops, who made no Objection in 
obeying the Summons, were not only conſi- 
derable, as to their Number, but were Per- 
ſons of as much Worth and Eſteem, as be- 
fore or ſince flouriſh'd in the Chriſtian 
Church: And I think, it very well deſerves 
our Notice, that theſe Ancient Fathers of 
the Church did hereby plainly teſtify their 
Opinion, that the Authority of Princes to 
Govern in Matters of Religion, does not 
wholly ariſe from their Chrſtianity: For tho 
Conſtantin: did own the Doctrines of Chriſti- 
anity, and heartily endeavour'd their Eſtabliſh- 
ment, yet, it ſeems, * He was not admitted 
into the Church by Baptiſm, till juſt before his 
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K V. Cave's Hiſt. Lit. vide Valeſii Not ad Cap, 61. Lib. 


4. Euſeb. de vit. Conſt. | 
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26 A Vindication of the 


Death, having reign'd above 3o Years, and 


arriv'd to the Age of 66. In this Council 


then, the Emperor preſided, and gave his 
Directions, what they were chieſy to Debate 
and Conſult about, vis. The Heretical 
Opinions of Arizs, and ſome Differences 
about the Obſervation of Eaſter ; and when 
the Council was ended, his Authority was 
equally acknowledg'd, in the Obedience paid 
to his Injunctions, as well by thoſe Catho- 
lick Biſhops, as others his Subjects, touching 
the Obſervance of 'what was there Decreed ; 


which Decrees had the N Sanction, 
and Royal Seal annex'd. In the Secoua Ge- 


neral Council, which had its Summons and 


Confirmation afterwards from Theodoſtas, 
we find the Emperor himſelf to have been 


preſent ; and one undeniable Proof of his 


| Supremacy there appear'd, in the Nominati- | 
on of Netarius * to the See of Conſtantinople, 
Which was one Part of the Buſineſs of this 
Council; And in that Affair, there is ſome- 
thing as Remarkable as in the Council befqre. 


For tho'Ne#arias was not Initiated or Baptiz'd, 


when thus Nominated; and ſome Biſhops | 

_ thereupon oppos d, whilſt another, ix. Diodorus 

Biſhop of Iarſus was for it, (the Hiſtorian in- 

deed pleadsIgnorance in behalf of the Biſhop) 
vet the Emperor overuPd : What he did, was 
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1 Vid. Soz. Hiſt, Eccl. L. To Ce 8. 


at laſt approv'd of by all the Biſhops ; Neta- 


rius, 
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rius was Baptiz d; and the Emperor's Deter. 


Ly N 


mination was thought by many, * to have 
had the Hand of God in it. *Tis farther 
2 obſervable, that whereas Maximus, Nectari- 
uss Predeceſſor in the See of Conſtantinople, 
being by ſuch Authority of the Emperor de- 
poſed, was however firſt Ordained by Gregory 
y Nazianzen, and afterwards made Biſhop of 
Conſtantinople by Three Biſhops, + yet in this 
Synod *tis roundly Aﬀerted, d and Decreed, 


that Maximas neither is, nor had been at all 


a Biſhop ; that thoſe who had been Ordain- 
ed by Him, were not to be reckon'd in the 


Number of the Clergy, and that every thing 


done, either by himſelf, or by his Authority, 


was Null and Void. Nor can I paſs by that 


| other Inſtance of the Emperor's Authority at 
this Time (which every good Man wiſhes to 


ſee exerciſed in this Nation) in providing by a 


| ſpecial Law, that no Clergy ſhou'd have 
| Churches committed to their Charge, || but 
| ſuch only who confeſs the ſame Divize Na- 
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ture of the Father, the Son, and the Holy 
Ghoſt; as alſo preſcribing, with what Bi- 
ſhops Communion ought to be held. In the 
Third General Council, when Thecdoſius the ; 
younger (who ſummoned it) being miſin- 
formed by ſome whom he had ſent to take (a 
care of the Peace, and regular Proceedings m 
of that Council, had by his own Authority * 
committed the Preſident and other Biſhops f C 
to Priſon, we do not find, that Grand Aſſem- 
bly did at all Queſtion ſuch Authority of the |? « 
Emperor over Biſhops ; but they rather ſtu- z; 
died to do themſelves Juſtice, by ſetting the | 
whole Matter in a true Light, as the Empe- + 
ror commanded them; and as this had the | 
1 

1 

| 

| 


5 


5 8 = 
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deſir'd Effect, ſo the Emperor, at their Re- 
queſt, confirm'd the Decrees of that Coun- 
cil. As to the Fourth General Council, tho 
there was ſo much to do about the Place 
where it was to be held, yet it all termi- 
nated at laſt in the Will and Pleaſure of the 
Emperor: The Cenſure there paſs'd on the 
Eutychians was done with the Emperor's Ap- 
probation, as well as the Reverſing the Sen- 
tence of that Party ; and when the Council 
was ended, both Valentinian and Marcian 
- Jointly, and again Marcian ſingly, publiſh 
their Imperial Edict, under reſpective Penal- 
ties to Clergy and Laity, for the eſtabliſhing 
the Faith and Doctrine, that had been de- 
clar'd in this Council. Now, after ſuch an 
ne | 
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2 unanimous Conſent of the Chriſtian Church, 
as appears in theſe four firſt general Coun- 


- cils, touching the Szcular Prince's Suprema- 
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cy in Matters Spiritual and Eccleſiaſtical; 
2 inſtead of alledging any Authorities from par- 
ticular Fathers of the Church to this Purpoſe 
(as being altogether needleſs) I will juſt 
mention an Obſervation, that the Hiſtorian 
* (who wrote about the Middle of the Fifth 
Century) makes upon the whole Matter; 
where He tells us, That Eccleſiaſtical Affairs had 
all along depended upon the Emperors, from the 
| time they firſt embrac'd Chriſtianity, and that 
the greateſt Synods or Councils had hitherto, and 
ſtill were, held by their Appointment. And the 


Collections made by Juſtinian about One 


Hundred Vears after, do give ſo full and di- 


ſtin& a View of the Prince's Power in Spiri- 


| tual Affairs, that one would think nothing 


from whom they ſhall not appeal, and the 


more ſhou'd be requir'd in this Matter. Tis 
there particularly provided, how Biſhops are 
to be choſen ; what Qualifications requiſite ; 


whether they have been guilty of any Crime 
* againſt the Imperial Laws; what Cauſes 


they ſhall meddle with in their Conſiſtories, 
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—— 5 = 
like. This would till more appear, ſhowd | * 
we deſcend to ſome more particular Acts of 
Princes in Affairs of this Nature. Nor is it 
enough to ſay, (as Valeſius * unjuſtly does 


. 


to the good Nature, or complying Temper 
of the Biſhops, than any ways truly belong 
ing to them. No doubt, Melchiades, Biſhop | 
of Rome, had Courage as well as Under- 
10 ſtanding ſufficient to maintain the Digni- 
ty of his See; and yet, in the Caſe of Dona- 
tus, nothing 1s plainer, than tliat this Biſhop 
readily acted as a Delegate of the Emperor 
Conſtantine ; and when the ſturdy African 
had lodg'd his Appeal, and the Cauſe was 
dnce more given againſt him in another | 
Council, the Emperor, upon requeſt made, | 
did, wirhout any Council, judge and deter- 
mine the whole Affair himſelf. Athanaſius 
likewiſe in the fame Reign, who ventur'd 
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Conſtantinus tametſi adhue vix Catechumenus, Docto- 
rem agit. Fuit certe Conſtantinus, quod negari non poteſt, 
Vir Deo plenus et à Deo miſſus ad Chriſtiane fidei propagati- 
onem, cuĩ uni poſt Apoftolos pturimum debemus. Idem tamen 
in negotiis Eccleſiaſticis aliquanto plus ſibi vindicavit, quam 
Laico Priucipi conveniret; Epiſcopis cuncta illi permittentibus, 
multumq; fibi gratulantibus qudd Chriftianum Imperatorem 


viderents H. Faleſ. in Annotat. 4 Cup. 6 1. L. 2. Zuſeb. de 
ws. Conſt, 
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to withſtand the Emperor in a Point, where 
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5 11 
Fe etwas the Biſhop's Duty 70 obey God rather 
it than Man, by preſerving the juſt Power of 
Joc || the Keys, as in the Cafe of Arias, yet when 
. he was ſummoned by the Emperor to appear 


at Thre, where he knew there was a pack'd 
Synod againſt him, he durſt not keep away, 
and the Reaſon given for his Appearance 
was, the Authority he ought to obey ; nor 
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g. Aid chat good Man make any Reply, or in ; 
op || the leaſt queſtion the fame Authority of N 
er. Conſtantine when he receiv'd that ſharp Meſ- ; 
ni. age, in relation to Aris, viz. I will forth. | 


with ſend one, that ſhall by Commiſſion from me, 

| dzpoſe you, &c. All that Athanaſius pleaded 
or | With his Prince in that Matter (which he 
„ did by Writing) was, that he ought to keep 
ac | Cloſe to the Catholick Doctrine which had 
er | been ſo lately eſtablild and confirm'd by 
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Jo the Emperor himſelf in a General Council i 
3 againſt Arius; and that as the great Truths j 
„; ok the Chriſtian Doctrine, as alſo thoſe other ; 
24 Particulars of Excommunication, Abſolution, i 

and the like, were Things peculiarly belong- 1 


— ing to the Biſhops and Paſtors of the Church 
to- | to judge of, and Judgment had paſſed, in 


ah ſuch Matters, concerning Aris in that very 
nen . A ] ²˙ LIP RW 5 
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Council, ſo was it not in his Power to obey the 
Emperor, without invading the Authority 
of the Catholick Church. Conſtantine therefore 
had tlie Misfortune (as the firſt Synod of Au. 
tioch had long before) to be impoſed on by the 
wily Submiſſion of Hereticks: And therefore, 
as the Profeſſion of Faith made by Arius was 


only in appearance agreeable with the Catho- 
lic Doctrine, fo was the Oppolition too, made 
by Athanaſius in regard of the Emperor; 'twas 


{till agreeable with the Emperor's hozeſt In- 


tentions, tho? not with his then iſtaben No- 


tions of that Matter. So that neither Atha- 
vaſius, nor the other Fathers of the Primitive 
Church were or ought to be ſtiled Tempori- 
Sers: They knew their Duty, and acted ac- 
cordingly : As they did not want Courage, 
when there was a proper Occaſion for it, ſo 


neither did they preſume in the leaſt to arro- 


gate that Power, which Reaſon and Religion 


both told 'em was their Sovereigns due; 
they were certainly the beſt Judges then up- 


on the face of the whole Earth in that Mat- 


ter; as well in rendring unto Czlar the things 1 
that are Cæſar 's, as unto God the things that are 


G ee e 
And thus I have, in as little compaſs as 1 


cou'd, conſider d the Doctrine of the Regal 


Supremac), as tis aſſerted by the Church of 
England; and J hope, I have in ſome Mea- 
ture made it appear, that ſuch Supremacy; 
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as it is not a meer Civil T ower - {0 15 It very * 
greeable to Reaſon, Revelation, and Primi- 
tive Practice. But this our preſent Adverſaries 
tell us, is not ſufficient to juſtify Seczlar Prin- 
ces depriving Biſhops or Fathers of theChurch; 
this, ſay they, was never legally practic'd 
in the Primitive Church, and conſequently 
cannot be defended now. But ſhou'd we 
grant, that no ſuch Practice does appear, yet 
I hope to ſhew preſently, there are very good 
Reaſons for not admitting ſuch a Conſequence. 
In the mean time, I humbly conceive, Church 
Hiſtory is not altogether ſilent, as to Princes 
exerciſing ſuch Authority in ejecting, or depri- 
ving Biſhops of their Sees, and that too with 
the Approbation of a whole nod. For in 
| the Third Centaur) (when we muſt allow the 
Church to have the trueſt Notions of their 
own Authority) we find above Seventy Fa- 
thers or Biſhops aſſembbd at Ar!zoch, addreſ- 
ſing themſelves to Aurelian for his ejecting 
| ' Panlus Samoſatenus Biſhop of that Place; 
- | whichaccordingly the Emperor did &. Now, 
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| are thoſe Fathers of the Primitive Church to 
5 be blam'd or not? Or will our Adverſaries ql 
acknowledge, that thoſe: Biſhops were com- \, 
petent Judges of their own, as alſo the Civil ik 
* fro Ja 5a;o)nnef:l; dvie Ae The King dine, | 
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Mag Gs Authority 1 in that Matter ? They 
TEE (as being the proper Judges,) de- 
bated and cenſur'd the Hereſie, and even con- 
demm'd the Author, as uncapable of holding, 
his Biſhoprick any longer; but, as to the er- 
eculide part of ſuch Sentence, they judg'd it 
might very well belong to the Secular Power. 
But this 15 not all ; there 1s ſomething further 
remarkable! in this Inſtance, and which ſureh 
makes much more tor our preſent Purpoſe ; 
and that is; twas rather an Offence againſt the 
S tate (Which Paulis Samoſatenus had been 
guilty. of) than any heterodox Notions in Re- 
ligion, that mov'd the Emperor to deprive | 
Iim: For otherwiſe, there's little-Reaſon to 
think the Emperor wou'd have given himſelf 
any trouble about the Matter: Nor: did He, 
as we find, much care, who Was elected, 
whether Dommus or any other, in the Room 
of Paulus Samoſatenus, provided he was no 
Enemy to the Roman Empire, as the other 
had been; and upon that account, tis juſtly | 
preſum'd, he determin'd the Biſhops in their 
Election, by requiring that the Weſtern and 
not the Eaſtern Biſhops ſhou'd Name the 
Succeſſor. The * 1 Dr. * thinks 
fit, in his Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory, to paſs over 
in e this PRESUME. of Aurelias And 


1 e 2 
23 # 24m * * 


——_— 


EPL ITCOETLEOT 4 - Doo 


ä—NN—QU—U— UU— — <a 
1 — — 
— — 


— 


— — . EI >. — 8 = . 9 == Int — 2 — 
— = "_ — ———— — — — —— —— = - ———— ——— — 
- 2 — a 5 I "Ci = : . _— > = "TT ww - . * - — : : 2 5 I 
— — bf — _ — S — ESE + —- 0 — = — _— = . — — IE L= — 5 22 — — — — * - 7 — — == —— 
I = — ä | _—= = = — : = = —— So = x : - 5 TT 
* . 7 SET BCLS Cs hte ies — 2 = ” — — — — — AS — — —— — VE — 2 = — 
wh. bobby —— : . — = - — - — — — NE §—— m_- — — — — —— . 2 ELL == — 
bh 2 2 8828 — by < TIES rr 8 7 * 1 — as, —— — hy * - . . — — 2 — E —_—— * * — . 4 * n 22 pn 8 


1 
x! 

1400 
LY 

, 9 

vi 

1 

"1 
7h 

II. 

1 
Ul 

190% 

170 
1 4 

| 

1 

: 

* 

I 
116K 
1. 

4 * 

" 

F300 
HY 
1 
it 
: 
| its 
; 
"1; 
v4 
1148; 

05 

. 
Mit | 
: 
11-8; 
77 1 
171 

1 

bt 
beth | 
C 0 
1 
1 
: 
MH! 
1 1 
11 ' 
108 
li; 
444, 
1 
4 1 
Fil 1 
i 
: 
: 

[In 

1: 

14 
(4 ji 
me 

; | 
HANG | 

41 
1 

1 

t 
Ws 
17 
e 
2 
1 
* 
1328; 
11. 

7 

1 

* 

i (it 

1 

11 

* 

1 1 
. 
1791: 
41 
WII 
6565 if by. 
, 1. 
17% 
N 
} {. 0 1.14 
4 i" "1. 
. 
1. ns 10 
r ALE! 
1 N 
1208. 44H 
16 N 
(1 1 6 
N 
1 | 
tn 4h 


bd RIA 4 " 8 a p SI 1 * — 8 * * * 
* * ; * 7 : 7 a = 


3 


* Du- Pin. CD 1 
e another 


ler 


pt. 2d. p. 


— 
—_—_— 


— Church of ENGL A ND. 


* 


5 


* 


another Eminent French Writer, +. tho' he 


takes Notice of it, yet gives quite another 
turn to it, than what ought to be given; vir. 
the Emperor judg'd rightly, that he (meaning 
Paulus Samoſatenus) mho wou'd not ſubmit him- 


ſelf to thoſe who were of his own Religion, ought 


not to have any more to do with them. This is by 


no Means a true Account of the Matter. 


The Caſe was thus; nobia that Eaſtern He- 
roine (whole Character, as the Hiſtorian 9 


gives it, is perhaps the nobleſt, the fair Sex 


can boaſt of in profane Hiſtory) was a great 
Patroneſs of Paulus Samoſatenus, as we learn 
from Arhanaſius * and others: She having re- 


volted, and for ſome time inſulted the whole 


Power of Rome, was at laſt totaly defeated, 
and made Priſoner by Aurelian; upon Which 
as another Roman Hiſtorian + further informs 
us, a ſtrict enquiry was made after ſuch as ei- 
ther advis'd or aſſiſted her in that Enterprize, 


and ſeveral thereupon were put to Death 


3 


— 4 


I ordonna tres ſagement, que la maiſon ſeroit miſe entre 
les mains de ceux à qui les Evẽques de Rome et d' Italie adreſ- 
- ſoient des lettres, jugeant que celui qui ne ſe ſoumettoit pas A 
la ſentence de ceux qui étoient de ſa Religion, ne deyoit plus 
avoir rien de commun avec eux. Jillemont Hiſt. Eccl. To. iv. 
x 95 id. Treb. Pol, ap. Scriptores Auguſt, To. 2. p. 327. Nc. 
I. Bat. 1671. y om rr om Ce 2 
* Lech fy ZnvoBia, 1x) Tlavas Tein Ts Sapoadliess 
Kc. ;Athan- Ep. ad $Solicar. Vit, agent. p. 663. Edit. Com. 
I V. H Vopiſc. in vit. Aurel, ap Script. Aug. To. 2. 
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DIyſimus gives the moſt particular Account of 
that Matter; and Valeſias aſſures us, & from 
the Obſervations he had made upon the ſame, 
that Paulus Samoſatenus was in the Conſpira- 

cy with Tenobia againſt the Emperor Aurelian, 
and that the Biſhops aſſembl'd at Autioch did, 
in their Appeal to the Emperor, make that as 
- one Part of their Charge againſt him: So that, 
let us take this Proceeding of the Synod of |: 
Antioch which way we pleaſe, it does {urely 
very' well ferve our preſent Purpoſe, in ſhew- 
ing, that Temporal Princes may ſometimes 
juſtly deprive the Spiritual Fathers of their 
Jurisdiction: For whether *twas Faction in the 
State, or Hereſ) in the Church, that inchn'd 
_ » Aarelian to deprive the Biſhop, tis plain, the | 
Whole Synod approv'd of what he did; and 
they particularly aſſign'd an Offence of the 
Biſhops, that was of a Civil Nature, as one 
Reaſon why he ought no longer to have the 
Power he then exercis'd at Antioch :; Nay put 
the Caſe, thoſe Biſhops look*d no further than 
the Hereſie of Paul, yet is it eaſie to imagine, 
when they once acknowledg'd the Emperors 
Authority ia ejecting Him for Hereſie, that 
they ever wou'd have queſtioned the ſame 
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' * Via demum Zenobia, Catholicæ religionis Antiſtites 
Aurelianum adierunt, poſcentes ut Paulum, qui cum Zenobia 
'adverſus: Romanos conſenſerat, ab Eccleſiæ Antiochenæ ſede 
remoryeret. Vid. H. ales. Not. ad Euſeb. Hift. Eccl. Lib. 7. 
e — — Authority, 
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Authoricy, on the Account of Sedition or Diſ- 


obedience in the State? or, in one word, 


did not the Conduct of choſe Biſhops, plainly 


ſhow. that they judg'd it reaſonable, (as they 
then actually found it neceſſary) that Princes 


might and ought to be Supreme in both 


Caſes? But there is no need to inſiſt on this, 
becauſe, as I juſt, hinted already, had there 


not been one Inſtance to be produc'd, yet 


the Inference our, Adverſaries make, is by 


no means juſt, viz. That therefore ſuch Au- 


thority cannot be exerciſed by Sæcular Prin- 


ces now. We may as Well argue, that the 
diſferent Forms and Conſtitutions of Govern- 


ment, which by God's Appointment have 
been eſtabliſh'd in the World, are not to be 
comply'd with, by reaſon of ſuch difference 


from the firſt Eſtabliſhment, as in the pre- 


ſent Caſe, touching the Authority of Princes: 
For When we appeal to Primitive Practice, 
we ought to ſtate the Caſe fairly, and to 


ſhew the Affinity the one has with the other, 
that we are diſputing about. Before theretore, 


we put the main Queſtion, Whether Princes 


in the Primitive Times,did,or might, by their 
own | Authority deprive Biſhops ? It ought 


= 


previoully to be conſider'd, whether Biſhops 


ad any ſhare in the Lgiſlature, in thoſe 


States or Kingdoms, they were Members 


of; or, whether, they did concern themſelves 
in Civil Affairs, or intereſt themſelves in the 
. ren 
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Claims and Titles of Princes ; If theſe Things 


are prov'd, it muſt be Fu appealing to 
if no- 


Primitive Practice is juſt and fair; But i! 
thing of this kind appears, tis plain there can 


be no room for an Objection, in the preſent 
Caſe, by appealing to ſuch Primitive Practice. 
To clear this Matter up, and to give greater 


Strength to the Argument in hand, it may 
then be proper to take a ſhort View. of the 


External Polity of the Primitive Church; 
by which we ſhall fee, wherein it does or 
does not agree with our own Conſtitution; 
and conſequently beſt judge, how fairly our 


Adverfaries argue, when they go upon that 
Bottom. Now, by the beſt Accounts * given 


us of that Matter, it appears, that in the 


Primitive Times the External Polity of the 
Church was conform'd as near as might be 
to the Mode that obtain'd in the State; 


The whole Roman Empire conſiſted of 13 
Dioceſes (tor ſo they began to ſtyle thoſe large 
Diviſions about the Time of Conftantine) 


whereof 7 in the Eaſtern Parts, and 6 in 
the Weſt: In each of theſe Dioceſes or Divi- 
ſions were ſeveral Provinces ; and in them 
the chief City was the Metropolis, that had 
a kind of Turifa:Qion over the reſt, both Li- 
tle and Dignity being peculiarly ſettled by 
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intended the ſeveral Churches, and Ordained 


the ſeveral Biſhops within his Province: 


And then in every Dioceſe, there was a Vi- 


(Larius or Lieutenant, who kept his Reſidence 
in the principal City, thence diſpatch'd the 
Imperial Edicts, and there heard and decided 
thoſe Cauſes, that were not finally deter- 


e 


framrd. and fer up all ar once, but gradually 


: 2 
Imperial Conſtitution. Now, the Civil and 

Eccleſiaſtical Juriſdicion were concurrent at- 
ter this manner; In every City there was 
a Civil Judge, who preſided over it, and the 

Towns about it; and to him anſwer'd the 
Biſhop of that City: In every Province a 
Proconſul, or Preſident, reſided at the Metro- 
polis, govern'd that whole Diviſion, receiv'd 
Appeals, and determin'd all important Caſes 
brought before him from the inferior Cities: 
Correſpondent to him was the Metrepoliten, 
or (as they after call'd him) the Arch-Biſboßs, 
' Whoſe See was in the fame City, who Super- 
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i improv'd; and ſuch improvement, as plainly 


Ws appears from the Writings of St. Cyprian, 
Me 1 a | „ 13 5260 „ = 
1 i was the Way of Adminiſtration during thofe 


1 firſt and moſt early Ages of Chriſtianity. 
1 By ſuch an Account of Church Government 
as this, we beſt underitand that remarkable 
Paſſage in Optatus, + where he tells Permeniam, 
That -the' State, or Commonwealth, is not in 
the Church, but the Church in the State; what 
Occaſion'd Optatus to expreſs himſelf fo, was 
from that Notion of Indeperdency , that 
was chen in Faſhion with Donatus and his 
Schiſmatical Party; What has * the Emperor 
to do miih the Church? ſays Donatus —— The 
Emperor, it ſeems, had given Orders for re- 
lieving the Wants and Neceſſities of many 
indigent Perſons in tlie ſeveral Churches of 
Africa: This Donatus peeviſhly - objected to, 
as interfering with the Rights of the Church: 
But (as the Father there rightly Judges) 
the Empirò being then become Chriſtian, 
conſequently the Notion of two diſtinct ix- 
dependent Societies ought to be at an End; 
and however the ſame difference continued 
between Spiritual and Temporal Offices, yet 
the Charge and directive Part, in ſeeing both 
of them perform'd, and that the Common- 
wealth ſhou'd not ſuffer from either, was, 


— 


Non enim Reſpublica eſt in Eccleſia, ſed Eccleſia in 
Repub. eſt. Opt. L. 3. cont. Porn. 
 * Quid eſt Imperatori cum Ecclefia? v. Opt, L. 3. 


; and 


k 
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and ought to be, in one and the ſame Magi- 
ſtrate. To proceed then, after ſuch a View, 


of the Roman Empire, we calily fee the diffe- 

\ rence, as to Church Government here with 
us; that the Civil and Eccleſiaſtical Autho- 
rity are here interwoven after another man- 


the Three Eſtates of the Realm; and as they 


vantages, ſo ſuch Enjoyment is founded upon a 
National Eſtabliſhment. Whatever Reſtricti- 
ons therefore we meet with in Hiſtory from 
Canons or Councils touching Biſhops not med- 
ling in Szcular Concerns, tis certain ſuch Ob- 
| ligation cannot be extended to Engliſh Bi. 
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| ſhops ; nor do our preſent Adverſaries offer 


| to charge us from that Quiver, or to plead 
jany ſuch Reftrictions to the Prejudice of 
Engliſb Prelates, who have ſo many avor'd 
Privileges and Laws on their Side; Nor 


are ſuch Laws to be interpreted, as meer 


gracious Conceſſions of our Princes, other- 
PF iſe than as the Liberties and Properties 
of Engliſhmen in general may be truly ſaid 

originally to be ſo. "Twas indeed a wile as 
yell as gracious Conceſſion, that the Empe- 


OTS 


as we have now taken, of the Churches 
being modePd in the Primitive Times (T 

mean as to the External Government of it) 
as near as might be to the Civil Government 
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ner; Our Biſhops well known to be one of 


enjoy ſeveral Honours, and Revenues, Privile- 
ges, Power, Juriſdiction, and other Secular Ad- 
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improv'd; and ſuch improvement, as plainly 
appears from the Writings of St. Cyprian, 
was the Way of Adminiſtration during thoſe 
firſt and moſt early Ages of Chriſtianity. 


By ſach an Account of Church Government 
as this, we beſt underitand that remarkable 


Paſſage in Optatus, + where he tells Permenian, 
That e State, or Commonwealth, is not in 


the Church, but the Church in the State; what 


occalion'd-Oprarns to expreſs himſelf fo, was 
from that Notion of Iadependency, that 
Was then in Faſhion with Donatus and his 


Schiſmatical Party; What has * the Emperor 


g ET TY "FEELS » YAY fe ar 
to do wh the Church? ſays Donatus —— The 
Emperor, ſeems, had given Orders for re- 
lieving the Wants and Neceſſities of man 


indigent Perſons in tlie ſeveral Churches of 
Africa This Donatus peeviſhly - objected to, 


as interfering with the Rights of the Church: 


But (as the Father there rightly judges) 
the Empirè being then become Chriſtian, 


conſequently the Notion of two diſtinct in- 


dependent Societies Ought to be at an End; 
and however the ſame difference continued 


between Spiritual and Temporal Offices, yet 


the Charge and directive Part, in ſeeing both 
of them perform'd, and that the Common- 
wealth ſhou'd not ſuffer from either, was, 


* 


* Non enim Reſpublica eft in Eccleſia, ſed Eccleſia in 
* Quid eſt Imperatori cum Ecclefia? v. Opt, L. 3. 
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and ought to be, in one and the ſame Magi- 
ſtrate. To proceed then, after ſuch a View, 
as we have now taken, of the Churches 
being modePd in the Primitive Times (I 
mean as to the External Government of it) 


as near as might be to the Civil Government 


of the Roman Empire, we eaſily ſee the diffe- 
rence, as to Church Government here with 


us; that the Civil and Eccleſiaſtical Autho- 


rity are here inter woven after another man- 
ner; Our Biſhops well known to be one of 
the Three Eſtates of the Realm; and as they 
enjoy ſeveral Honours, and Revenues, Privile- 


ges, Power, Juriſdiction, and other Secular Ad- 
vantages, ſo ſuch Enjoyment is founded upon a 
National Eſtabliſhment. Whatever Reſtricti- 
ons therefore we meet with in Hiſtory from 
Canons or Councils touching Biſhops not med- 


ling in Szcular Concerns, tis certain ſuch Ob- 
ligation cannot be extended to Ezgliſh Bi- 


ſhops ; nor do our preſent Adverſaries offer 
to charge us from that Quiver, or to plead 
any ſuch Reſtrictions to the Prejudice of 
Engliſh Prelates, who have fo many avow'd. 


Privileges and Laws on their Side; Nor 
are ſuch Laws to be interpreted, as meer 


gracious Conceſſions of our Princes, other- 


wiſe than as the Liberties and Properties 
of Engliſhmen in general may be truly ſaid 


originally to be ſo. Twas indeed a wiſe as 


well as gracious Conceſſion, that the Empe- 
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rors often made * to the Fathers of the Pri- 
mitive Church, by inveſting them with 
Power in Civil Caſes; This, as it beſt ſe- 
cur'd them (when their Spiritual Authority 
was inſuificient) from the Contempt of rude 

and prophane Perſons, fo *twas, the likelieſt 

way to procure them RefpeQ and Authority 
amongſt the People; and whatever Notions 
ſome nom- adajs are pleas'd to entertain of 
Churcſ men, *tis evident, ſuch Emperors 
thought other wiſe of the Matter; as not be- 
ing in it ſelf at all unreaſonable, that the 


Pattors of Men's Souls, | might be very g _—_ EB 
Judges in determining their Civil Rights too. 


But ſuch a Power as this, wholly depending 
upon the Will of | the Pr ince, does by no 
means anſwer the Authority and Juriſdiction 
of an Engliſb Biſhop ; Thoſe Primitive Fa- 
thers had ſometimes (we ſee) Laws made in 


their behalf; But ours have, by the Conſti- 


tution of the Land, an undoubted Right in 


the making of Laws themſelves. They 


are not only Lords of Parliament, as having 


| 2 ſbare in the Legiſlature, but are alſo juſtly f 


to be .reckon'd amongſt the Peers of the 


Realm; + nor were any great Councils of the | 
Nation, even in the Sans Time, ever held 


: Vid. Sox. Hiſt Ecch. Lib. 1 Capi ggg. 
Fee the excellent Obſervations, bighly deſerving the Reader's 
peruſal, made by the dre ent Biſbop of Lincoln, upon the Stat. 25. 
Edu 3. concerning the Peerage of (Biſhops, Ce 

Fol. 1, P. 143323 Ti. CR 
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without them. Twas ſoon after the Con- 


| queſt, and not before, that % held their 
Lands, either in Capite (as the Lawyers ſpæak) 

or by Baronage; by which Tenure they were 

| obliged, as Lay-Subjects were, to do Ser- 
vice to the Crown: And tho' ſuch an Obli- 
gation was at firſt irkſome, and (as our learn- 
ed Antiquary * expreſſes it) what the Ecele. 

| ſiaſticks of that Age complain'd of, yet it ma- 

| nifeſtly turn'd to their greater Advantage as 


well as Honour; gave them a farther Title 


to their Place in Parliament, and a Claim to 
all the Rights of Peerage : ſo that from the 
Date of ſuch Texure we juſtly look upon our 


Biſbops in all Eagliſb or Britih, Parliaments, 


not only as Biſbops in the Church, but as 
Peers and Barons of the Realm; agrecable to 
which is that publick Record, as axe by 
Mr. Cambden, and much to the ſame pur- 
poſe taken notice of by our great Lawyer, -+ 


wiz. To the Biſhops it belongeth by Right and 


Cuſtom, in every Parliament, to be preſent in 


Perſon as Peers of the Realm, along with the 
reſt of the Peers, to Conſult, Treat, Order, De. 
eres and Define, by Virtue of their Baronies held 


of the King. I am fatisfied, more need not 


be ſaid, to ſhew how wide the Difference is, 
as ro the State and Condition of Biſhops in 
the Primitive Church, and in our own Nati- 


— 


* See Camb. Britt. Introduſt. p. 178. Ed. Lond. 1693. 
I Coke's Inſtiut. Part 4. p. 4. 
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344. J Vindicatian of the 


on; And if there be ſuch a diſparity in the 
Caſe, *tis not eaſy to conceive, by what Me- 


thods, or Rules of Arguing, our preſent Ad- 


verſaries dra that Conſequence, viz. Chri- 


ſtian Princes did not, or could not, legally de- 
prove Biſhops of their Saes in the Primitive Times, 


Ergo, An Engliſh Sovereign cannot legally de. 
prive an Engliſn Biſhop. Our Adverſaries, 
if they will argue fairly, muſt talk of an 
Ergliſh Conſtitution, as well as of the Conſtitu- 
tion of the Cathaluck Church; This they muſt 
do, unleſs they can ſhew our Conſtitution 


(and that long before the late Revolution) 
to be done, 1 when they talls: of our Cor ſti- 


int ion, they ought to remember the Temporal 
as well as Spiritual Tenure of an Engliſh Bi- 


ihop, and what the Conſequence of ſuch a 


double Texure. is, and ought to be: inſtead 
whereof, or without ſtating the Matter as it 
thus ought to be, we hear of nothing but 
Anathema's, & or Arraignments of Biſhops and 
Clerry, as having ſubjected themſelves to their 
on Sbjedts, having ſurrendred their Keys to the 
Cruil Souereren, making their Spiritual Tenures 
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precarious, and the like. Surely it wow'd mueh | 


better become our Adverſaries to aſe! the 
Language of the great Apoſtle, who, with- 
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out any Exemption, bids every Soul be ſubject 
ro the Higher Powers, meaning the Civil Magi- 
ſtrate; than to talk fo much of, and draw 
ſo many Inferences from, + Biſhyps being Spi- 
ritual Princes, and Kings being obedient to Bi- 
ſhops, &c. For ſhowd we allow all that 
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L | do not argue as Engliſbmen ought to do, | in 


Realm, as well as Biſhops in common with o- 
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Conſequences of the Temporal as well as Spi- 
ritual Tenure of our Biſhops, and I verily 


World muſt be convinc'd upon ſuch a view; 


— 


Primitive Practice in this Matter, and as 


| warmly eſpouſe, of the Independercy of the 
zl Engliſh Church, in regard to the Regal Supre- 
„ mac): For, as to Primitive Practice, we 
have ſeen the difference; However, let us 


dy taken notice of (modePd in a great mea- 
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_ they infer from ſuch a Spiritual Jenure, (which 
hall be further conſider'd preſently) yet 
they muſt allow at the ſame time, that they 


not conſidering our Biſhops as Peers of the 
thers of the Chriſtian Church: So that let 


t 


believe the Controverſy muſt drop, viz. The 


— 4 —_ — — _ — — — 2 1 — — > 2 * * — 0 — m — - — * 5 IM... * — - pa” — — 
c EO ro es — ES” 2 


what little 1 there is for appealing to 


little for that Notion, our Adverſaries ſo 


now put the Caſe, viz. That, inſtead of that 
h | Form of Charch Government, we have alrea- 


Hicke: Pon. col. p. 76, 82. 2 11 7 
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ſure according to that of the State) the 
Biſhops then (as now in England) had 
been Incorporated, and by the Fundamen- 
tal Laws of the Chriſtian Empire were 
to have had a ſhare in the Legiſlature; 


— par po—_y 


to have held Lands of their Sovereign, to 


haue debated, judg'd, and deter min'd, equal- 
ty with our Magiltrates in the Senate, about 


Affairs of a mere Civil Nature; I ask any un- 


prejudlicd Perſon, whether ſuch a Biſhop of 


the ancient Chriſtian Church, inveſted with 
ſuch Temporal Power, if refuſing the Oach | 
of Fealtie and Allegiance to the Supreme Au- 


thority, or any ways acting to the prejudice 


of the Conſtitution, might not have been le- 


gally depriv'd, by ſuch Supreme Authority, 


of all manner of Juriſdiction, whereby the 
Peace and Security-of the Civil State ſhoud | 


an 


Was 
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an Eccleſiaſtical one, or that by ſuch an Oppo” 
ſition he had render'd himſelf as great an E- 
nem to the State, as He really was to Arius in 
the Church; tliere is no room to doubt, but 
that as the Emperor wou'd foon have put in 
Execution, what he then threatned, vu. Ins 
' Deprivation, or Del hronement, fo neither wowd 
the Matter have been in the leaſt controver- 


ted by any Synod or Convention of Bifhops. 
*T'was a way of ſpeaking, that Conſtantine 


ſometimes made uſe of, in calling Himſelf a 
Biſbop; and once particularly, when he was 
entertaining a good Number of his Prelates 


at Dinner, took an occafion to uſe the fame 
Exprefſion ; and one of thoſe Biſhops, who 


was then preſent and relates the Story, * was 
ſo far from diſapproving of ſuch a Saying of 


the Emperor's, and the Explication the Em- 


peror there gives of it, that he delivers it as 
the concurrent Opinion of the whole Aſſem- 


bly, that ſuch a Saying of the Emperor did ve- 
ry well become him, being in it telf reaſonable 
and jaſt; at leaſt Heſychius underſtands ſo 
much to be imply d in the + word that Exfeb. 


uſes. Now, What I wou'd infer is, a fortiori; 
I ſuch an Epiſcopal Authority, as Conſtantine 
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A 
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there claim'd, was by the Biſhops alſo juſtly 


agreed to be his due, is it to be imagin'd, his a 
Authority wou'd ever have been queſtion d“ 
by thoſe Fathers in Caſes of a Civil Nature, ö 


tho one of their own Order had been the 
Tranſgreſſor? That they ſhould readily al- 
low the Emperor to preſide in Eccleſiaſtical | 
Affairs, and yet diſpute his Judgment and | 
Determination in S.e:ular Concerns? That 
they ſhowd willingly commit to him the 
Care of the Church, and yet be unwilling Þ 
that he ſhou'd have Power ſufficient to take | 
care of the State? Or laſtly, that ſuch Power | 
ſhou'd extend no farther than the Lazy, 
whulſt they the Clergy, by another Indepen- 
dent Power, ſhowd judge and determine 
what did, or did not, affect the State? We 
are very ſure thoſe good Biſhops had not ſo 
learn'd Chriſt: As they knew themſelves to 
be Subjects alike with others, ſo they knew, 
it did as nearly concern them, as thoſe the 
Abe charges them 70 put in mind; of being 
ſubject to Principalities and Powers. St. Chry- 
ſoitom, * who had as hard meaſure from the 
Civil Power as moſt Biſhops, delivers no 
other Doctrine than this in his Diſcourſe up- 
on St. Paul's Thirteenth Chapter to the R- 
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mans, Viz. That not Seculars only, but Prieſts, 
Montes, and all others were to be ſubject to the 
Higher Powers; tho" thou be an Apoſile, (ays 
he) an Evangeliſt, a Prophet, & c. for true Pi- 


| ety does not at all ſuffer by ſuch ſubjection. In- 
ddieed, it muſt be own'd, that Dr. Hickes, * and 
' his Followers, do ſay in expreſs Terms, That 


Secular Potentates, Sovereign States, or Princes, 


| may puniſh Biſhops as well as an) other Subject, 
| by Impriſoning, Fining, or by Death it ſelf. But 
is not this owning in effect, that Secular Prin- 
ces may deprive Biſhops? If not, I wou'd 
gladly know, what they mean by ſuch 
Power, as is here granted and allow'd to be- 


long to Szcular Princes? If they do not 


mean a Power ſufficient to keep an Engliſh 


Biſhop from weakening or injuring the Strate, 
they mean nothing; But we muſt under- 


ſtand ſuch à ſaſictent Power in the Prince, 


to be included in the very Notion of Inpri- 


| /ozment, and conſequently (however our Ad- 


verſaries may deceive themſelves and others; 


by different words, ſuch as Depriving, De- 


throning, &c.) they do hereby really give up 


the Exerciſe both of Spiritual and Jemporal 
juriſdiction into the Hands of the Secular 


Power. And indeed, what a miſerable Con- 


dition wow'd our Exgliſo Princes be in, if 


Biſhops, Who have { large a Juriſdiction, 
were not thus to be reſtrain'd, as well as 
* Poſt. Collef, p. 29. 
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others, upon failure of Duty and Allegiance ? 


Particularly at the Time of the Reformation, 
when the Spiritual Tenure of the depriv'd Bi- 
ſhops was as much pleadable as now, and 

et no Schiſim made on that Account; was | 
it poſſible, that the Conſtitution, as then fet- | 
tled in Church and State, cou'd have been 


preſerv'd without the Oath of Supremacy then | 


enjoined? and conſequently without depriving 
ſuch Biſhops who retaſed giving Security to 
the Conſtitution, in taking tuch Oath. But 
our Adverſaries ſtill reply, that there are 


fuch Spiritual Powers belonging to the Chri- 
tian Church, which, as they were never 
 grven, ſo cannot be taten away by Szcular 


Princes. What then? wow'd they thence 
infer, that the Church has ſuch an Indepen- 
dent Power, as to diſturb and diſtract the 
State, how, and as often as ſhe NN C 


Such Doctrine as this, they muſt admit, if 


they will contend, tliat there are fuch abſo- 
lute uncontrolable Powers in the Church. It 


were much to be wilh'd, they word well J 
recollect, who they were that firſt introduè d 


ſuch a Notion of Iedependency. Mr. Selden* him- 
ſelf aſſerts, That for Four Thouſand ears, the 
Civil and Eccleſiaſtical Juriſdiction went al- 
ways Hand in Hand together; and ſo it 
continued, till Pope Nicholas made the one 
independent of the other : So that, what 


ought 


Church of ENGLAND. 51 
bought to be well obſerv'd, their Diſunion is a 
Popiſh Innovation. Beſides, wou'd theſe 
Gentlemen be pleas'd to remember the plain 
Diſtinction they themſelves ſometimes allow 
in this Matter, the: Fallacy wou'd ſoon appear; 
I mean, the Exerciſe of ſuch Spiritual Powers, 


——X 


and the Powers themſelves; we have ſeen ; 
already, * they grant, that Biſhops, when | 
| offending againſt the State, may, by Impri- | 
fſonment, be deny'd the Exerciſe of ſuch Pow- ö 
ers; and upon this, PI venture to grant ö 
- | likewiſe, that, ſuch Powers are inherent, and : 
; cannot be taken away by any Lay-Power what- Yd. 
Cres aas being derived froin tlie great Pofor | 
i and Biſhop of Souls, before whom there muſt 
. be given a ſevere Account (at the great and ; 
e general Audit) of the good or ill uſe made of 8 
. ſuch Powers. Such Acts then, purſuant to : 
5 þ fuch Powers, when they are perform'd Ile. 8 
a gally, as when in oppoſition to the Good of ' 
if Civil Government, the Actors thereby become 
- | Offenders againſt the Chriſtian Law, as well 
It Þ as that of their Country, tho? we grant ſuch. 
ll Ads cannot in themſelves be reckon'd Ia 
d lid: As then, the Spiritaal Paſtors and Go- 
n- | vernouts of Chriſt's Church, may, unqueſti- 


onably,- ſeveral ways avaſe' their Office; ſo, 
without doubt, tis then done in particular, 
when contrary to the known Laws of the 
Land,” they ſhall preſume to exerciſe that 
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52 
Spirit: yy Power of OxvainiNe, or. Cons:- 
CKATING a Biſhop : For, that Power, tho” tis 
purely Spiritual, yet the Ex-rciſe of it in this 
Nation (tis very plain) depends upon the 
pleaſure of the Sovereign : So that, as Hu- 
nan Laws (not being repugnant to the Di- 
vino) are to be the Rule of our Conſciences, 
ſo every Legal Ordination of a Bilhop muſt 
be ſubſequent to the Prince's Nomination; 
nor can there be any Proceeding to Conſecra- 
tion, till the King's Mandate * be firſt read 
in the face of the Congregation. But till, 
according to the known Maxim, Quod fieri 
non debuit factum valet. It belongs to the 

ö Supreme Power to puniſh and reſtrain ſuch 

KS regular Exerciſe of Spiritual Authority, and 
the fame Reaſon that obliges the Civil Power 
in the doing of it, muſt condemn the Spiri- 
tual, wiz, That the great Ends of Govern- Þ | 
ment cannot otherwiſe be ſecur'd, and that | 
ſuch Security is, and ever will be, owing to' 
the Purity of the Chriſtian Doctrine. But, 

| however, ſhou'd ſuch a Diſtinckion, as alrea- |} © 
dy made, - deducible from our Adverſaries. 4 
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own Conceſſions in this Matter, not be alto- 
gether ſatisfactory, I muſt then beg leave 
to remind them once more, of thoſe Cox- 
CORDATS A they lometimes love to talk of 


* See the Rubrick in the office for oel or nfs 


ting, & c. 
4 See Dr. nd, Poſt h. Coll, p $3, 84. 


between 


5 
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of them, + where he is denying that Diſtricts 


were originally the Gifts of Princes, ſays, that 
the Church might allow it afterwards, when 


ſhe acted in Conſent with the Magi#rate, and 


the Magiſtrate was pleas'd to endow the 


Church with Temporal Emoluments. Now, 


for my own part, I will ſo far agree with 


theſe Gentlemen in this Notion of a Con- 


| coraat, viz. that there always has been ſome 
tacit Agreement between Church and State 


in ſome Matters : and from thence I argue 
thus, 1n regard to our own Conftitution. 


There being (as we have ſeen already) fo 


much Civil as well as Eccleſiaſtical Power 


veſted in an Engliſh Biſhop, Reaſon and Re- 


ligioa both ſeem to dictate, that, in order to 


the preſerving ſo excellent a Conſtitution , 
there be ſome ſuch Concordat or Agteement- 
\ underſtood between Church and State; as 
namely, when a Biſhop ſhall by his proper 
Judges happen to be convicted and condemrd 
r Hereſy, or any other grievous Crime of a 
Spiritual nature, the Conſent of the Legiſlature 
is then zacitly underſtood, tho? afterwards gi- 
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| 7 Mr. Dodwell's Caſe in view conſider d, Pp. 69. 
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between Cnuxcn and Srarr, and of thoſe 
GxrANTS that the Epiſcopal College are ſaid 
ſometimes to have made to the SrATE; one 
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ven in Form, viz. Thar ſach Biſhop ſhall 


likewiſe forfeit or be depriv'd of all :--»0ral 
Juriſdiction and Privileges he before enjoy'd. 
And of ſuch a fort of Procetare wo have had 
an Iuſtancè or two not many Years ago. S0 
on the other hand, when a- Bijbop who has 
that Share in our Legiſlature, and fo large a 


- Juritdiction beſides in his Dioceſe, ſhall be ſo 
unhappy as to offend the Powers in Being, by 


retuting to give thar Security to the Govern- 
ment which is abſolutely neceſſary for the 


 Subſiitence or Wel- being of it, and thereup- 


on is deprivꝰd of all ſuch juritdiction and Pri- 
vileges, the Church ti cupon, in Imitation of 
our great Lawgiver, mo is the God of Order, 


5 and not Confuſion, does tacitlh a gree that the 


Exerciſe of ſuch a Bithop's „ ituα¹⅜ Powers 


ought to ceaſe likewiſe: there being then no 


way poſſible of reconciling ſuch H e with 
the Good of Civil Government; which yet the 


Chriſtian Religion directs and eatorces under 
the ſevereſt Penalties to be ſtudied and main- 


tain'd by all. —— But fay our preſent Ad- 
verſaries, the Difference between us chiefly 
ariſes from the different Notions about Civil 
Government; and that theretore however 


reaſonable and neceſſary it may be for the 


Good of Civil Government in general that 
the Exerciſe of Spiritual Powers ia the Church 
ſhou'd ſometimes ceaſe, and not interfere with 
the Sate, yet upon the Foot of the late Revo- 
77777 
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lation ſuch Deprivations cannot be defended, 


the Succeſſion of Biſhops mult be rerni'd Sh. 


matical, and conſequently (lay theſe Gentle- 
men) we juſtly charge the Sc, with all the 


Evils of it, upon you of the preſent Eſtahliſh- 


ment;,— —— Now here it is that our Adver- 


ſaries blend the Notions of Faction and Schiſm, 
we differ in our Politics, and therefore muſt 
divide the Church: which is the moſt abſurd 
Conſequence, as well as the moſt dangerous 

one, that ever was drawn into Practice. Here 


they do not care to appeal to Antiquity, nor 
are we to wonder at it; Schiſiis wehear of in 
abundance, but not one, as I can find, of a 


meer Political Complexion, In the SEHC ONO 
Century we find Two Schiſms eſpecially be- 


gun and carried on with a great deal of Heat, 


the one by Montanus with his Phrygian Gypſies, 


above the reſt of the World, and a great Sem- 
blance of Chaſtity, Faſtinz, &c. made a fad 


Diſtraction in the Church, by the Numbers 
that were deluded on that Account; of which 


Number we find 'an eminent Writer of the 
Ancient Church q to be one, who yet did not 
differ, as I think, from the Catholicks about 
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Vid. Euſeb. Hiſt, cl. Lib. 5. Cab. 2 & 14. Epiph, 


Hr. 48. 
+ Tertullian. 
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Doctrine, but Diſcipline; theſe Montaniſts be- 
ing at firſt only a Kind of Paritans, who ſet 


up to be ſtricter than others, tho it muſt be 


own'd they afterwards dwindled into Hereſ 


alſo, as is uſual in ſuch Caſes. The other | 


Sch:ſm related to the Obſervation of Eaſter, 


occalion'd by the peeviſh Temper of a Roman 
Biſhop*, who neither had, nor probably did 


n 2 


exerciſe that Power (which a late Writer + | 


need not have given up therefore to his 


Holineſs) in adtually, excommunicating the 


Eaſtern Churches, as has been obſery'd by 
ſome * of the Rowiſh Party themſelves. In 


the THIRD Century we find the Church 


again rended by two very grievous Schiſms, 


yet no STATE OPINIONS occaſioning either 
of them. St. Cyprian, who preſided at Car- 
thage (as Cornelius did at Rome) was accus'd 
during his Receſs, by NVovatus and Feliciffe- 


mus (the one a Preibyter, the other a Dea- 


con) tor being too ſevere in the Penance en- 
Joyn'd to ſuch as had fallen under the Decian 


Perſecution: upon which great Diviſions in 
the Church enſued, Feliciſſimus forming his 


Party in a Deſert, the other haſtning to Rome Q 


3 


* Vid, Euſeb. Hift, Eccl. 1, 6. c. 24. 
+ Dr. Bennet againſt the Nonjurors, p. 19. 


* Vid. 7aleſ. Not, ad Eijeb, p. 105, Vid, Nat, Alex. 


Diſſert. 5. Art. 5. 
§ Vide pr. Epp. 41, 42, Ge. 


or 
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for the ſame Purpoſe. The other Schiſm was 


but the Conſequence of the former, ariſing 


from the Novatians's rebeptizing ; Which pro- 


duc'd very warm Debates, and unchriſtian 
Proceedings between the Roman Church and 
thoſe of Africa. I ſuppoſe it needleſs to pur- 


ſue this {ſort of Argument any tarther ; *Tis 
all of a piece, let us go on with it never ſo 
far; and therefore I cannot but wonder, what 
an odd fort of Deſinition our preſent Adverſa- 
ries muſt give of Schiſm, if they will tairly 
ſtate it, by making their Political Quarrels one 


part of it; as they really ought to do. In- 
ſtead of attempting any ſuch Definition my 


ſelf, I ſhall think it more to the Purpoſe, in 
taking notice of that Definition, + which Bi- 


ſhop Bramhall (that Ornament and Eminent 


Defender of our Church) gives of Schiſim. 
Schiſm, ſays He, ſigniſies a criminous Sciſſure, 
Rent, or Diviſion in the Church, an ECCLESE 


ASTICAL Seaition, like to a mutiny in an Ar- 


my, or a Faction ina State. Had State Aﬀair 5 
been reaſon ſufficient to make a Diviſion in the 
Church, the Primitive Chriitians had Oppor- 


tunities enow given 'em for doing it: They 


had much the tame Notion of an Hereditary 
Right in Princes, that we of this Nation have; 


I Bis vinlicatien of the Church of England, Cc. p. 14. Ed. 
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and it was not a great while, before they 
had Numbers ſufficient to have aſſerted ſuch 
Rizht ; but we don't find, the Chriſtzan Church 
ever divided on ſuch an Account, or their 
Judgment ever given, that Charch-Diviſions 
might be warranted from the different Opi- 


nions conceiv'd about Prince's Titles or Claims 


to the Imperial Crown. Achenagorus, h who 
lived in the Second Century, and who preſen- 
ted that Famous Apology to the Emperor in 


behalf of the Chriſtians, cloſes the whole 


with a very remarkable Paſlage, wherein he 
does not only put up his Prayers (in the Name 


of thoſe Chriſtians he pleads for) in Behalf, 


and for the Profperity of the Empire, but 


more particularly, that it may be bleſſd (as be- 
ing hiobly juſt and reaſonable) with a lineal Suc- 


O 


caſſion of Princes, And Enſebins * in the Life 


of Con{tantine is more particular, and likens 
the Deſcent the Imperial Dionity to a paternal 
Inheritance, & c. And befides ſuch Notions of 
Flerediiary Succeſſiuns, the Primitive Chriſtians 
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mult be thought to be very well acquainted 
alſo with that Lzx Regia, or principal Law of 
the Empire (which took place when Augu— 
ſtas and Norbanus were Conſuls) whereby the 
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Sovereign and Kjngly Power which the People f 


Rome, ever ſince their rejectiug of the Rings, had 
taken to themſelves, was transfer'd upon the Prince 
alone ; ſo that he was not bound to the Law at all, 
and was exempted from all written Con#i!n:1ons ; 


but that all were to obe) him; which Law is 


long afterwards taken notice of by Justinian 
to the ſame Purpoſe. But now, do we find, 
that either the many 1aterruptions made, as 


to a lineal Succeſſion, in the Roman Empire 
when Chriſtian, or the frequent breaking in 


upon the very Fundamentals of that Conſti- 


tution, were ever brought into the Number 


of Church Diſputes ? Both Clem) and Laiety 
then had unqueſtionably, each of them diffe- 
rent Notions, as we have zom, about ſuch 
Matters ; but Chriſtianity had too much the 


aſcendant then, to ſuffer ſuch Diſputes of a 
mere Civil Nature to break the Unity of the 


Chriſtian Church. And had they done it, 
I leave our Adverſaries to judge, whether the 
Civil Magiſtrate wou'd not rather have term'd 
it Faction, and puniſh'd it accordingly.—— 
But ſo far were the Primitive Chriſtians from 
giving into any ſuch Meaſures, that even an 
unjuſt Deprivation of a Biſhop (if there was 
no Hereſy in the Caſe) was not thought 1 
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ſufficient to make a Schiſin in the Church; 
but Chriſtians all along ſubmitted to ſuch 
Biſhops (being Orthodox) as were put into 
the Places of others depoſed by the Secular 
Power, tho' never ſo unjuſtly ; this Matter 
has been fo fully and clearly made out by a 
late Learned & Writer of our own Church, 
that I need only refer the Reader thither for 
his farther Satisfaction: And whoſoever plea- 
ſes to peruſe thoſe two celebrated Treariſes 
(which our preſent Adverſaries ſo much boaſt 
of) viz. The Vindication of the Deprived Bi- 
fps, and the Defence of ſuch Vindication * 
(both which are now lying before me) will, I 
fancy, not think the worſe of Dr. Hoay's Per- ; 
formance; and perhaps will diſcover more of £ 
the winding, and ſhifting part, than the A.- 
gumentatiue. Or (to uſe the words of that 
Author +) Artifices of Wit, and Subtilty, and 
_ conſequently calculated rather to delude than 
any ways to ſet right Mens Underitandings. 
Io make this appear by entring into a particu. 
lar Examination, wou'd be inconſiſtent with 
the intended brevity of this little Treatiſe : 
And yet I hope, it will appear in ſome Mea- 
ſure to have been done, by the main Scope 
and Tenour of the preſent Diſcourſe ; and 
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8 Dr. Hody's Caſe of Sees vacant, 
* Printed, 1695. „ 
1 Laſt Page of the Defence, &c. 
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that the Arguments I have usd, have gene- 


rally been urg'd in ſuch a manner, as, with 
a little Application, may obviate a long Train 
_ of Objections, with which our Adverſaries are 
apt to amuſe and perplex the Minds of well 


meaning Perſons. Now, if from what has 


been ſaid, it be undeniably evident and our 
Adverſaries cannot diſpute it,) viz. That all 
tlie S:hiſms, which have hitherto troubled the 
Chiriſtian Church, have taken their Riſe from 


Diſputes about Faith and Diſcipline, or Mat- 
ters purely Eccleſiaſtical, and that, from the 
very Notion. and Defiziticn of Schiſm, no 
Church Diviſion can under ſuch Denomination 
be really grounded upon Matters of a Cl 


Nature, methinks our Adverfaries ſhowd 


| bluſh, in raiſing ſo much Duſt about the Co. 


ſtitution of the Catholic Church; where by 
appealing, we ſee, there 15 nothing in Doctrine 
or Practice to be found, that can any ways 


countenance, but rather a great. deal to con- 


demn them. And if the Caſe be thus, and 
our Adverſaries thereupon oblig'd to quit this 
hold; by what Rules of Logic are we con- 
cern'd to take Notice of that other Plea of 
theirs, from the ivalidity of a National Set- 


tlement? Surely, tis a very hard Caſe, if 


we cannot vindicate the Church of Englend 
from, Schiſm, without being oblig'd to give a 
full and compleat Satisfaction, as to the Rig 
and Titles of Princes. Muſt we either re- 
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main Schiſmaticls, or clear up every point in 
a Caſe, that is agreed to have been one of tlie 
 «tmoſt neceſſity, and in the Number of thoſe 
Caſes, which the Wiſdom of the Nation in 
Parliament has never yet thought fit toconſider 
otherwiſe, than by. way of retroſpe only? 
Reſiſtance tho? it appears plain enough to have 
been practic'd in ſeveral Reigns, yet the con- 
ztrary Doctrine (which well deſerves our No- 
_ tice) was {till eſtabliſh'd by the Legiflarure; 
no Exceptions taken notice of, how juſt ſoe- 
ver they were thought, but Reſiſtance in gene- 
ral condemn'd, as it ought to be. Tis very 
well known, that in King Eaward's the VItli 
time, a Project was on Foot, and very near 
being compleated, for ſetting aſide the Nex: 
Heir to the Crown, on Account of Religiom: 
The King for that Purpoſe had made his 
Mill, Sign'd by Archbiſhop Crazmer, and ma- 
ny others, for the Succeſſion of the Lady 
Jane: The Will was confirm'd by the Privy 
Council; but there not being time for the cal- 
ling of a Parliament, to ratifie what was 
done, twas in effect doing nothing; becauſe 
it cou'd not make void the Act f Succeſſiom, 
that had paſſed in the Reign before. But 
now; had it taken place, and a Schiſm there- 
upon followed in the Church (ike the pre- 
ſent one) in Peoples not being ſatisfied as to 
the Righi and Title of King Edmard's Succeſſor, 5 
wou'd it have been the Duty of any private 
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Perſon, whilſt he was then v vindicaring the 


Church of England © from Schiſz2, ſo tar to have 


humour'd ſuch Separatiſts, as to have en- 


ter'd into the Merits of that Cauſe, which 


before had been conſider'd and determin'd by 


the three Eſtates of the Realm? Wou'd it 
have been thought a proper M: dium for ſhew- 
ing the Guilt of Schi, to have enter'd into 
a nice Examination (as ought to be done, if 
we deſign any Satisfaction) of the Natural and 
Moral Incapacities of Princes; at what Age 
they are to be ſo deem'd incapable ; ; what 
Ground for a Linutation upon ſuch Incapari- 
ies; how far the Limtaticns of Monarchy in 
general may give a Right of Reſiſtance, and 
the like; or rather wou'd it not have been 
more agrecable to the preſent Topic of Schiſmm, 
to have ar gud as the Church of England 


docs 1n the Matter of Governments whuch 1s 
only in reſpect to Subjects, and not to the 


Right and Title of Princes? The Meaſures 
x our Obedience not being to be taken from 


= Rules of the Church, but from the Laws 


of the Realm: For; (as a late great Prelate * 


of bur Church well. obſerves) - The Mea- 


©. fares! af Obedience are not the ſam? in all 
x] Countries, Where yet the ſame Religion is 


Proſeſe d; as 15 plain in the Caſe of frauce 


and a The reaſon of che different 
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* Meaſures in theſe Countries, is not from 


the Church, but from the different Con- 


© {titutton of the Kingdoms. I mention 


theſe Things, to ſhew what an nreaſonable 


freedom ſome Perſons are pleaſed to take, 
in charging Diſaſffection to the preſent Go- 


veanment, upon ſuch as honeſtly endeavour 
to wipe of the Charge of Schi, without 


reviving thole intricate Diſputes about Re- 


ſiſtance; as if the Church was not to be de- 


tended, in the Point of Schiſim, without a 


thorough Knowledge in Polzticks ; or, that 
the beit way of healing our Breaches were; 
whullt appealing to the Laih, to make the 


groſſeſt and moit unjuſt Reflections upon the 
Body of the Clerzy. Not that I. decline 
launching into that wide Ocean of Diſputes con- 


cerning the Validity of the Settlement made at 


the Revblution; as a Learned Gentleman, * 
(honour'd in being the .5 de, Zn the pre- 
ſent Controverſy) expreſſes it; This 1 have 
done + ſeveral Years ago, and I hope, to 
the Satisfaction of many, for whoſe fakes 1 


 publiſh'd that Treatiſe ; wherein I endea- 


vour'd, what a Noble Peer (then an Advo- 
cate in a good Cauſe) ſays, does well become 


a good Subject, v1. To prove, ' that the 


n 


0 FLY \ 
k a. - 7" : a 


Dr. Bennet, p. 5. 


Clements, 1710. 


I Treatiſe of Loyalty and Obedience, Printed for Henry 


Revolution 
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Revolution may ſtand, without impeaching 


the Doctrines of our Church, * or any Fun- 
damental Law of the Kingdom. I ſay then 
again, I do not decline it; nor will I, as the 

Gentleman, I juſt mention'd, has done, go 
about to argue with the Nonjurors upon their own 


Principles: T readily conſeſs my own Weak- 
neſs, in not underſtanding the Weapon ſo well, 


as to make ſuch large Conceſſions; to bid my 


Enemy welcome in making the beſt of it; and 


yet hope to come off Conqueror in the Argu- 
ment. The Method then I propoſe to take 


with our preſent Adverſaries is this; As 'tis 


plain, from what has been already laid down, 


that Diſputes ofa Civil Nature, neither have 
nor ozght to cauſe a Srhiſm in the Church, ſo 
neither wou'd ſuch fort of Diviſions or Schiſms 


3 any more trouble the Church of England nom, 
then they did formerly, if Men wou'd happi- 


ly agree in one reaſonable Point, viz. That 
the Laws of each Nation or Country, and not the 


Rules of the Church, ought to be the Meaſure of 


the Magiſtrate's Power, and conſequently the Di- 
rectors of the Subjects Duty. I call it reaſonable, 
becauſe (as I have obſerv'd already) if the 


Meaſures of Obedience do vary according to 
the different Conſtitutions of Kingdoms, and 
ſuch different Meaſures are not from the 


— 
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1 See Dr. Sache veceſl s Thal, 15 129. 
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Church but the State, it follows, that the | 
Conſciences of private Perſons are or ought to 


be inform'd, (as to the Nature of Oaths gi- 


ven to the Government, as alſo the Grounds | 
and Obligations of fuch Oaths) from ſuch Per- 
ſons as are the proper Judges of the Conſtituti- 


on: Theſe we ſhall eaſily grant are, in this 
Nation, the three Eſtates; And therefore no- 
thing can better illuſtrate this Matter, or ren- 
der it perhaps more convincing to the moſt 
ordinary Capacity, than by examining, what 


has been the current Practice of ſach Judges, 


as to this particular now before us; I mean, 


when Diſputes have happen'd about the Right 


of Succeſſion, and to whom the Oaths of Allegi- 
ence were to be made, whether the Three 


Eftates have not look'd on it as their proper 


Riglit, to limit the Succeſſion and to deter- 


mine the Oaths; as tis requiſite in the very 
Nature of the thing it ſhou'd he ſo — The 


inſtances, that our Hiſtories and Parliament 


Records furniſh us with to this Purpoſe, have 


been collected by ſeveral Perſons at different 
times: I ſhall not repeat what Dr. Hiaden has 


done in this Matter, as ſuppoſing but few 
unacquainted with it; but rather take Notice 
of that Account, which is more rarely met 
with, drawn up by the late Biſhop of Worcheſter 
long ago, when the Schiſm of the Nonjurors 


was ſirſt in Agitation, in a Diſcourſe entitu- 
led, The unreaſouablencſs of a New Separati- 
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wn, Nc. This 1 ſhall do with all imaginable 
Brevity, not troubling the Reader with any 
thing more, than what is neceſſary to anſwer 


my preſent Deſign Let the firſt Obſerva- 


tion then be, how the MacnaTs (as Mat. 


Paris calls em) the great Men of the Britiſh 
Nation behav'd themſelves, when VORTIGERN 
their Sovereign had enter'd into a ſecret League 


to bring over the Saxoxs : The Hiſtorian ſays, 
They deſerted Him, and choſe his Son NV ogT1- 


MER in his room? Thoſe Patriots, it ſeems, 


thought the introducing a Foreign Power, a 


ſufficient I of their Obligation to him, 


tion of this Kingdom we are bound in Allegi- 


| axce to the next right Heir in a Lineal Succeſſi- 


on; but no ſuch thing appears in the Saxon 


times: for altho generally they kept to tlie 


Royal Line, yet not ſo, but that when it ap- 


| peared to be much more for the Pablic Good, 
they did not ſtick upon the point of Proximity. 
if by the Fundamental Conſtitution, Allegi- 


1 ance 


S y contrary to the public Good. 
of the Nation. In the Saxon times there are 
| ſeveral inſtances, ſhewing that the Proceres 
| Regni, or Convention of the Nobility did look 
upon their Laws as the Meaſure of their Alle. 
 Ziance; and where thoſe were openly broken, 
that it was in their Power to transfer zz. And 
it our. Allegiance cannot be transferred by 
the States of the Realm, it muſt be becauſe 
(as ſome think) by the Fundamental Conſtitu- 
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ance were indiſpenſably due to the next Right 
ful Heir in this Monarchy, how came Athel- 
{ian to be Crowned, when he was not the | 
rightful Heir? How came Eared to ſucceed 


Edmond, and not his Son Edwin and Edgar? 


Mat. Weſtminſter and Brompton do both give 
the ſame Reaſon; viz. They were uncapable by 


reaſon of their Age. After the Death of Edred, 


the eldeſt Son of Edmond ſucceeded; but be- 
ing found under a Moral Incapacity ( inſipienter 
egit ſay Florentius and Mat. Weſtminſter ) He 
Was ſet aſide, and Edgar ſucceeded, After the 


Death of Edgar, we find a Diſpute as to the 


Crown, between his Eldeſt Son Edward and 
Ethelred his youngeſt ? But how ſo? I lay no 
force on his Mother's Endeavours to advance 


him: But if there had been ſuch an anal tera- 


ble Right of Succeſſion, there had not been 


any Colour or Pretence for it; eſpecially ſince 


tis faid, that lis Father declared his Mind, 
that the Elder ſhou'd ſucceed. But, ſays 
Floreniins Migorn: there was a great Conten- 


tion among the great Men about the Choice 


of the King: how cou'd there be any Diſ- 
pute, if they knew the Conſtitution of the 


Kingdom to be, that the next Heir muſt in- 
Herit the Crown; and that thoſe are Perjur d 


who transfer their Allegiance? 'The Succeſſion 
to Canutus occalion'd much difference; ſome 
were for Harold his ſuppoſed Son by Algiva , 
others for Hardecnute, his Son by Emma: But 
Az. > Wk Reaſon 
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Reaſon of State and the Public Iutereſi, tis plain 
over-ruPd the Matter; for the true Heirs by 
Legal Succeſſion were ſet aſide, and Harold be- 
ing upon the Place, and fo beſt able to ma- 


nage the Affairs of the Kingdom, carried it, 


Upon Hardecnute's Death, the Queſtion ſtill 


recurs, how came the bani{h*d Sons of Edmund 


Tronſide, if he was lawtul Heir, not to be ſent 
for to ſucceed ? If Edmund had no good Title, 
how was the Right of Succeſſion then preſer- 


ved? How cou'd Allegiance on theſe Princi- 
ples be ſworn to him? If he had a good Title, 


How cou'd the Oaths be taken to Edward the 


Confeſſor, when the Heirs of Edmund Ironſide 
| were living? So much for the Saxon Conſtitu- 
tion of our Government; I proceed to the 


| : 


Norman; where I ſhall not go about to ſhew, 


' how broken the Succeſſion was by Force and 


Faction, but what the Judgment of the Nation 
was, as to the iransferrizg Allegiance, The 


firſt inſtance ſhall be in the Caſe of the Oath 
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ted his Daughter, and made Stephen his 
Heir. But, ſuppoſing the Story true, what 
is this to. the diſcharge of the Oath as to 


Maud? [for the Oath was not made to ; 


Henry I. but to his Daughter, and her Right 
was chiefly concern'd in it] If this hold, 
an Oath of All-giance may ceaſe, without diſ- 


charge from the Party to whom it is made: 


And fo the Archbiſhop of Canterbury, and the 
Biſhops of Mincheſter and Salwbury, as well 
as the Nobility, thought themſelves at liber- 


ty to take a zew Oath of Allegiance, with- 


out a releaſe from the Party concern'd in the 
the former Oath. Again, upon the Agree- 
ment between King Stephen and Henry II. 
Maud her ſelf was ſet aſide, and Stephen was 
to continue King for his Life, and Henry II. 
to ſucceed him: Now, if Oaths of Allegi- 
ance muſt not be interpreted by the Publ:ick 
Good, here are inſuperable Difficulties as to 
the Obligation of theſe Oaths; For the Alle- 
giance was transfer'd from the right Heir to 
an Uſzrper, as Stephen muſt be own'd to have 


= 3 


been by thoſe who deny that Allegiance can . 


be transfer'd from the right Heir ; And they 
muſt continue Allegiance to the Uſurper tor 
his Life, which is repugnant to the Nature 

| if it be founded in a 


Lineal and Legal Succeſſion: And again, Mand, 
to whom they had fworn, is ſet aſide, and 
the Reverſion of the Crown is 2 
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her Son, altho' ſhe was living. Mat. Weſtm- 
and Mat. Paris both fay, the Right of Hez- 


ry II. was declared by King Stephen in Con- 
_ ventu Epiſcoporum, & aliorum ds Reems Opti- 


matum ; which is the Deſcription of a Parlza- 
mant of that Time: For as yet, the Baranage 
repreſented the Nation: And this ſhews, 
how far the Publick Good was thought to be 
the Meaſure of the Obligation of theſe Oaths; 


C And one of our Hiltorians, Gul. Neauber- 


genſis, fays as much exprelly, viz. That the 


Bonum publicum was the Foundation of this 
Agreement. And thus the Oaths of Allegiance 


were continued to one that had no Right for 


his Life; and made to one who pretended to 
no Right but after his Mother, who was tet 
\ aſide in this Agreement: So that here were 
three Oaths of Allegiance at once, that to 
Maud the Empreſs, that to King Stephen, and 
to Henry II. and yet the general Good of the 


Nation muſt give an equitable Senſe of theſe 
Oaths, or there muſt be Perjury on all Sides: 


For thoſe who had firſt ſworn to Maud, cowd 


not transfer their Allegiance on any other 
Account, either to Stephen, or Henry II. du- 
ring her Life: For we never read, that ſhe 


was preſent at the Agreement, or refigwd | 
her Right to the Crown. Another Inſtance | 


obſervable, is in the Oaths that were taken 


during the Controverſies between the Houſes 


of York and Laacaſter; which was not ſo 


Plain a Caſe as Men commonly imagine, 
There 
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There are ſeveral Things (too tedious to be 


here enumerated) that deſerve Conſideration 


againſt ſuch a meer Lineal Deſcent as the 
Houſe of Tork inſiſted upon: And againſt 


the Houſe of Lancaſter, the Intruſion of Hen- 


ry IV. upon the Depoſition of Richard II. is 
an invincible Objection to ſuch as found 
Allegiance on the Right of Succeſſion. But 


that which is yet more Remarkable to our 


. Purpoſe. in this Cafe, is the way of ending 

this Difference in Parliament. The Duke of 
_  Jork, notwithſtanding his Title, takes an 
Oath of Allegiance in Parliament to Henry VI. 
during his Life; reſerving to himſelf the 
Right of Succeſſiun after Him. The fame Oath 
Was taken by his Sons Edward Earl of March 


. afterward Edward IV.) and Edward Earl of | | 
| Rutland, Was this a lawful Oath or not? 


To. fay it was unlawful, is to reflect on the 
Wiſdom of the Three Eſtates, who look'd on 
this as the beſt Expedient for the Publick 


Good, as being the Way to prevent the Effu- 


tion of Chriſtian Blood: And it is not eafie 
to prove ſuch an Oath unlawful ; as contain- 


ing nothing to the Prejudice of a Third Per- 


fon, when He who was chiefly concern'd vo- 
luntarily took it. If it were a lamful Oath, 
then an Oath of Allegiance on the Account of 
Poſſeſſion is a lawful Oath. For the Matter of 


_ Right isnotmention'd in it, and Richard Duke 


of Tork did not renqunce the Opinion of his 
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. own Right hereby (whether true or falſe) | 
but did bind up himſelf to do nothing to the | 
Prejudice of the Royal Dignity of Henry VI. | 
and yet he look'd on him as meer Poſſeſſor 
| of it; therefore in His Judgment and the t 
5 | 
i | 
1 : 
> 
f 
n 
. 


ble, that in 1 Edward IV. where the Right 
and Title of the Duke of Tork is molt am- I 
ply ſet forth, there this Agreement, 39 Hen- | 
) VI. is recited, and the Proceedings a- . 
3 Bunt Henry VI. are grounded upon his | 
h . Breach of it. Which ſhews farther, that f 
5 in thoſe Parliaments, which did aſſert the |; 
. Night of Succeſſion higheſt (among which this | 
of Edward IV. ought to be reckon'd) it was 
e never diſputed, whether thoſe who had taken 
n the Oaths to Henry VI. were Perjur'd ; for | 
c& | they look on the Poſſe ion of the Crown as — 
1. a ſufficient Ground for the Allgiance requir'd. 1 
je] But, it may be faid, that from hende it ap- 
* pears, He Was look d upon as having the 
r- # #/ Title, who had the 6% Right by Lineal 1 
0 Succeſſion: Tis anſwer'd, Thar we are nor { 
h, enquiring into Tiles, but {arching into the | 
of | Reaſons and Meaſures of Oaths of Allegiance; | 
of and whether zhoſe do require full Satisfaction | 
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Parliament's, an Oath of Allegiance may law- 4 
Fully be taken, on the Account of the Poſſeſ- ; 
ſeon of the Crown, altho? Perſons be zot ſatis. 
fied of the Right of it. Tis farther obſerva- | 


et 


de about the beſt Title? Or, ſuppoſing one un- 
is | - farisfied about that, he may not yet be ſatis. 
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fed in taking ſuch an Oath as the Duke of | 
York and his Sons did? It may be farther | 
urg'd by our Adverſaries, that ſuch 'Prece- | 
dents prove nothing, unleſs they be agreea- 
ble to our Laws and Conſtitution. The An- 
Wer is plain, they prove a great deal, if, 
While we are enquiring into our Legal Con- 
ſtitution, we find ſuch Things allow'd in Par- 
liaments: and not only ſo, but in ſuch Par- 
Haments, which allow'd not the Title of the 
King to whom thoſe Oaths were made. But 
our Adverſaries ſtill contend, that ou, Law 
-owns no King meerly as in Poſſaſion; but 
that the Right Heir is the Legal King, whe- | 
ther in Poſſeſſion or not. But ſurely our | 
Law does own a King in Poſſeſſion, if Treafor 
may be committed ogamnſt him; and for this we |} 
have not only the Authority of Sir E. C. but 
of the Tear Books, ꝙ Edward IV. where it is de- 
liver'd for Law at that Time; and with a par- 
ticular Reſpect to Heur) VI. Er Home ſera ar- 
raigue de Treaſon fait à dit Roy H. And therefore 
Sir E. C. had good Authority for what he ſaid; 
and that not in the Reign of a King de Facto, but 
When a King thruſt out another for want of 
Right, and derived his whole Right from a 
Lineal Succeſſion. Bagot's Caſe goes farther 
than Grants and Judicial Proceedings of a Ring 
de Facto; for therein it is declared Treaſon 
to compaſs the Death of a King de Facto; 
and it is very abſurd to imagine Treafon a- 
ey a 277 gainſt 
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gainſt one, whom the Law doth not own : 
For Treaſon is a high Violation of the Law, 
and how can the Law be violated againſt 
one, whom the Law doth not own? So that 
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by our Conſtitution a great deference is to 


be ſhew'd to the Judgment of the Three 


Eſtates, in Matters that concern the Right of 


the Crown ; or elſe an Entail made by them 
cou'd make no difterence ; but the whole Re- 


ſolution muſt be into the Lineal Deſcent. 


And thus I look on the Statute 11. Henry VII. 
as apreeable to our Conſtitution, for if it be 
Treaſon to compaſs the Death of a King 


ae Tacto, there is great reaſon there ſhou'd be 


Indemnity for thoſe who act for him —— But 
ſtill, fay our Adverſaries, what does this ſig- 


nify to the Conſciences of Men? Certaily ve- 


ry much, if they will be ſatisfied by our Con- 


ſtitution; which was the Point firſt laid down, 


as being in it ſelf highly reaſonable; and tis 
hop'd, by the View we have taken of our 
Conſtitution, our Adverſaries will think fo 
too. All that ſeems neceſſary to be added 
under this Head, is a uſeful Diſtinction, that 


does not ſeem to be ſo well underſtood, and 
needs a little explanation; I mean, as to 


ſuch Perſons, who may be ſaid to have poſ- 


ſeſſion of the Crown, viz. an Uſurper, a 


King de Jure, and a King de Facto; which 


take in the words of the ſame learned Prelate, 


as follows. © An Uſarper, is one who comes 1 
JA ee ; C f 
| _ DY 


, 
7 
* 
3 
* 
7 
Wl 
1 
a 
N 
1 
& 
4 
1 


76 4 of Vindication of the 


* by Force, and continues by Force. A King 
* de Jure, is one who comes in by a Lineal 
© Deſcent, as next Heir, and whoſe Right is 
* owned and recognized by the Eſtates of the 
* Realm?*. A King de Facto is one, who 
comes in by Conſent of the Nation, but not 
by Vertue of an immediate Hereditary Rieht ; 
but to ſnch a one being owned and receiv'd 
by the Eſtates of the Realm, the Law of Eng- 
land, as far as I can ſee, requires an Alles. 
ance; or elſe, the whole Nation was Perjur'd 
in molt of the Reigns from the Conqueſt to 
Henn VIII. For the two Williams, Six at 
leaſt of the Seven Henries, King Stephen and 
King John, were all Kings de Fado, for ſome 
time at leaſt; for they came not in as next 
Heirs in a Lineal Deſcent: But ſtill, Oaths of 
of Allegiance were taken to them; and no 
ſuch Scruples appear to have been made all 
that Time; nor any Charge of Perjury, 
Schiſm, or Rebellion, on thoſe who did what 
our Lam and Conſtitution required. And now; 
after what has been ſaid, it appears, I hope, 
plain enough, where the preſent Schiſm, with 
all its zgly Conſequences, ought to be charged: 
being, we find, as little to be defended, by 
appealing to our omnm Conſtitution, as to that 
of the Catholick Church. But if nothing that 
has been offer'd, will move our unhappy 
Countrymen; ir they will think otherwiſe; 
and are yet reſolv'd to be their o * 
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of our Conſtitution, or of thoſe Lams, and 
that Practice, which they themſelves muſt ac- 
knowledge, in every Nation, or Country, 


are, and ought, to direct the Subject in his 
Duty; I have then only to remind them, 
that even ſuch Political Difſerences can never 


juſtify a refw/al to joyn in the public Prayers of 
the National Church to which they belong. 


For will they appeal to Primitive Practice in 


this Matter, or to the Nature and Reaſona- 
bleneſs of the Thing it ſelf? Indeed there 


does not ſeem to be room enough for ſuch 


à Diſtinction in their favour neither: For if 


they ſtand Condemn'd in the Firſt Appeal (as 


moſt certainly they do) they ought then juſt- 
ly to be concluded in the other: unleſs they'll 


argue (which is not fair) that they are wiſer 


than the Perſons they ſo often love to appeal 


to. But did the Primitive Chriſtians decline 


(as we have ſeen already they did) making 
any Diviſions in the Church, on account of 
the different Claims and Titles of Emperors, 
which were owing ſometimes to the Voice 


of the Senate, at other times, to that of the 
Arm); did they, I fay, decline this, and yet 
intereſt themſelves ſo far in State Affairs, as 
to deny thoſe Emperors their Prayers? This 


is in tt ſelf fo very abſurd, that J do not ſee, 
how any Perſon can grant the one, and yet 
diſpute” the other. If, when Princes drew 
their Swords, and triumph'd in the ſhedding 
Y of 
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of Chriſtian Blood; if, when Here mounted 
the Throne, and Deſtruction was threaten d 
to that, which Chriſtians had (and always 
ought to have) moſt at Heart; there was no 
Interruption, or Alteration, made in the daily 
Prayers f the Church ; can we ſuppoſe, that 
any Diſputes about the Legalzty, or Megali 
of ſubmitting to the Powers eſtabliſh'd, wou d 
have caus'd ſuch Interruption or Alteration? 
Or, that upon a State Account, they wouw'd 
have left off . addreſſing themſelves at the 
Throne of Grace (as the Apoſtle * exhorts) for 
Kings, and for all that are in Authority, that 
me may lead a quiet and peaceable Life, in all 
 godlineſs and honeſty. Pm ſure, tis the very 
Application the African Prelate * makes of this 
Paſſage of the Apoſtle (in the Foarth Centu- 
ry) againſt the Donatiſts; a fort of People, 
m ſorry Occaſion is given for ſaying fo) too 
much reſembled in our Adverſary's imprudent 
Behaviour; their haught) Language; their 
Threats, and moſt ancharitable Proceedings: The 
Application the Father makes is this, The Apo- 
fille teaches, ſays he, and the Doctrine is highly 
reaſonable and fitting, that our Prayers ſboud 
be pat up for Mings, and fuch as are in Authort- 
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ty ; even, ſbou d we put the Caſe, that the Em- 


peror, or Ruler, acted the Pagan Part rather 
than the Chriſtian. Agreeable to which Apo- 


jt olick DoArine, and Primitive Application, 


our om Church (And oh! that our Adverſa- 


| ries wow'd hear the Church, if not au unwor- 


thy Member of it) does direct us all, in one 
of her Homilies 4 ; viz. Whether the Prince be 


Good or Evil, let us, according to the Counſel of 
the Holy Scriptures, Pray for the Prince: For 


his continuance and increaſe in Goodneſs, if he 


be good; and for his Amendment, if he be evil. 


No doubt, the Compilers of that Homily had, 
among other Paſſages of Holy Scripture, that 
of the Prophet Jeremiah & in their Eye; who, 
by God's Appointment, directs the Jews, 


how to behave themſelves under any kind 
of Oppreſſion, or Calamity, not excepting Capti- 


vity it ſelf; Seek the Peace of the City, whither 
I have cauſed you to be carryd away Captives, 
and pray unto the Lora for it; for in the Peace 


thereof, je ſhall have Peace. And thus acted 


the Chriſtians of old; who, tho? they were 


bound in Duty to Condemn the Errors of 


Princes, ſuch as affected the Chriſtian Reli- 
gion; and, it may be, were ſometimes out 
of Humour too with the Civil Adminiſtration, 
yet they never faild Praying for their Perſons, 


9 


+ The Firſt Part of the Homilze againſt Rebellion, | 
* Jere XI. 7. F 
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or had the leaſt Thought of immorality being 
_ rrept into their Public Offices upon that ſcore: 
We call upon the everlaſting God (ſays Tertullian, 
in behalf of the Chriſtians in all their pub- 
lic Aſſemblies) For the Health of our Emperors, 
always beſceching God to ſend, &c. whatſoever 
People or Prince can wiſh for. They prayed 
for Conſtantius tho an Arian ; not for his Cons 
verſion only, but for his Safety and Proſperity; | 
as 15 very evident from Hilarie and Athanaſius; | 
The later + particularly appeals to the Empe- 
ror's own Conſcience and Knowledge: I 
have had Experiance (ſays he) that all (meaning 
the Chriſtians) make their Prayers and Suppli- 
cations to God, that you may live in Safety and 
_ continually reign in Peace; and God grant you, 
O moſt gracious Prince, to live many ears. 
Now, dare we own, ſuch to have been the 
Primitive Practice both in Church and Cloſer, 
agreeable to Scripture, and the expreſs Do- 
_ Etrine of the Church of England; and can we 
who pretend to make the neareſt approach 
to thoſe Times, venture to /ay and do other- 
wiſe ? Shall Hanny and Hereſie, when ſeated 
in the Throne, cauſe no abatement in Primi- 
tive Devotions, and ſhall we, who have no 
fuch fiery Trzal, deny our Prayers, and make 
a point of Loyalty (in which Humane Laws 
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ought to be our Guide) to be a jult Occa- 
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ſion for breaking the Unity of Chriſt's 
Church ? Or, (as that great and good Man, 


now with God * did once expreſs himſelf in 
his Farewel-Sermon at St. Gees) Was it 
| © ever known, that Separation from an Eſta- 
* ftabliſh'd Charch was founded upon a 
State Point? Are the Caſes of Civil Go- 
© verament, the fit Subjects of Spiritual Cen- 
* ſures? Or, if they were, who gave theſe 
* Cenſures into the ſecret keeping of ſundry 
MWonjurors, and put them privily upon tam- 
_ * pering with Thunder? Mult the honeſt 
© Commonalty of England have the Gates of 
Heaven ſhut upon them, and the Keys 
© turn'd by a few unknown Hands, purely 
© becauſe they have neither Leiſure or Ca- 


< pacity to determine the Titles of Princes? 


Is this the ſuffering Spirit of thoſe, who will 
not Swear to the Government, to Curſe and 
© Condema all thoſe that do? Is the thun- 
« dring out Anathema s, and triumphing over 
© an Excommunicated Kingdom, a juſt return 
for the long Compaſſion ihewn to their 


© unhappy Prejudices ? which whilſt they 
kept in quiet to themſelves, who preſs'd 


upon their Conſciences, who pity'd not 


© their Misfortunes? ? And now, I pray 


n 
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*® Archb'ſhop Sharp. 
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God, 
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-God, may the fame unhappy Gentlemen, 
our preſent Adverfaries, who have of late ſo 
often reminded us of the dreadful Nature and 


iC onſequznces of Schiſm, conſider in time, and ; 


make a ſerious Application of it to them- 


_ ſelves. Ientirely agree with them in their 
Notions of th2 Sin, that *tis dreadful in it's Na- 


ture, big with Miſchief, and the Conſequences 


i every Way dangerous, a8 well in regard to 
Temporal Peace and Happineſs, as that which 


is Eternal in the Heavens; and therefore IT 


ean by no means hint, with that indifferen- 
ey, of Schiſm, as ſome, I find, have lately 
done; who deliver out their Preſervatives 
againſt the Principles and Practices of the 
Monjurors, and yet tell the World, They think 
# @ very triſling Part of this Controverſy, whe- 
ther our Adverſaries will pleaſe to come to our 


Churches, or not. As an Antidote to ſuch Do- 
Erines as theſe, I ſhall beg leave to refer 


the Reader to a Treatiſe * I publiſWd ſome 
Years ago, under rhe Title of, The Parochial 


Clergyman's Duff; where he will find the 
Nature and Sinfulneſs of Schiſm ſtated, as 
alſo all proper Motives and Directions 


tor adhering to the Eſtalliſo Church. I 
have there deſignedly ſpoken in the very 
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words of the greateſt and moſt eminent 
Divines of our own Church; as judging eh 
1 Authority the moſt likely way to convince, 
and to do that real Service I intended: So that 
there is nothing I can Challenge in that Per- i 
formance, but Brevity and M-thod. I took Fl 
A the beſt Care I cou'd in digeſting the ſeve- 


ral Collections, and reducd the whole to 45 
Three uſeful Heads, by way of Exhortation, 8: 
ir. I. To ſuch as hold conſtant Communion WH 
with the Eſtabliſh'd Church. 2. To ſuch 5 
as ſeparate from, or renounce Communion bet 
with the Eftabliſh'd Church. 3. To the Pro- 
plhane and Irreligious, or ſuch as neglect the 
| Duties of Religion in general. And it being 
a Treatiſe of. this Nature, I have purpoſely 
ſo order'd the preſent Impreſſion of this Di- 
courſe, that it may, if the Reader pleaſes, be 
properly enough prefix'd to the other Thre. 
| have nothing more to add, but earneſtly 
to beſeech all, who with well to our Sion, 
{till to retain in their private Devotions, what 10 
Was but lately part of tlie phblick, viz bu 


N 0 Heavenly Father, 02 God of Peg? and . 
Love, diſpoſe the Hearts of all Orders and _ 5 
Degrees of Men amongſt us 10 Chriſtian a 

%% 
another itt the Spirit of Meetneſs; that na 8 
Seadition may diſturb this State, uur Scoiſms _ 
e | | ell. i 188 
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Aiſtract this 0 barch ; but 1 that * as me are 
Members of the anne Bod % and Profeſſors 
of the ſame Faith and _— fo we may with 
one Heart, and ons Moath glorifie Thee, 
O God, through our * [-diator Jeſus | 
Cong Amen. 
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WW, Emoirs of St, George, and the ORDER 
| ol the Garter, being the Introduttion to 
= 15 7 Hiſtory of the Df is ta tes N 
7 · | 
5 6 Treatiſe of L Haley and Ole; o- 

8 god by a neceſſary Defence of the 1 indſor 


Addreſs, June 25. 1710. 


Ihe Paroc chab © lerpy-ment's Duty, exenipli 
f yd in three Exhortations, viz. . | 
I. To ſuch as hold conſtant Communion 
with the Eſtabliſh'd Churches 2. To ſuch 
as renounce Communion with that Church. 
3. To the Prophane, or fuch as ridicule and 

* the Duties of Dog in — 
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